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LONDON, DECEMBER, 18, 1869. 
—>—_—- 

WE PRINT IN ANOTHER COLUMN a letter from a 
Metropolitan County Court Judge upon asubject to which 
we have frequently called the attention of our readers, 
the anomalies of county court jurisdiction. And we 
have the more satisfaction in publishing this letter be- 
cause, the whole subject of county court jurisdiction 
having now been referred to the Judicature Commission, 
it is eminently desirable that the defects of the existing 
county court system should be thoroughly understood, in 
order both that the Commissioners may have as much 
assistance as possible from without in forming their judg- 
ment, and that their recommendations, whatever they 
prove to be, may be fully and intelligently weighed. 

Our correspondent explains with great clearness the 
broader features of that part of the subject with which 
he deals, and shows forcibly the purposeless and system- 
less character of the present law. But had the 
limits of a letter allowed, he would have found, 
we are sure, no difficulty in adding a multitude 
of details to his picture really grotesque in their 
absurdity. He points out for example the 
fact that an action of tort may be sent to the county 
court, whatever the amount in dispute may be, while an 
action of contract can only be sent if the amount in dis- 
pute does not exceed fifty pounds. There are many other 
peculiarities of this branch of jurisdiction. If an action 
of contract be sent to a county court after issue joined, 
it may be sent to any court. If sent before issue joined 
it can only be to a county court in which it might have 
been commenced. An action of tort, whenever sent, 
may be seut to any county court. A suit in equity can 
be sent from a superior court only to the county court in 
which it might have been brought. An Admiralty cause, 
however trivial, and notwithstanding the high standard 
of county court jurisdiction in Admiralty matters, cannot 
be sent from a superior court to the county court at 
all. Again, an action of. contract sent after issue 
joined remains an action in the superior court 
to the end of the chapter; the judgment is entered, the 
costs taxed, and a new trial, if necessary, moved for in 
the superior court. The same cause, if transferred before 
issue joined, or an action of turt, whenever transferred, 
becomes a county court cause; the judgment must be 
entered, and the costs taxed in the county court, and 
the county court alone can grant a new trial. Nor are 
these by any means isolated examples. They are fair 
specimens of the absurdities which run through every 
detail of the county court system. We strongly commend 
to the attention’ of our readers the letter of our correspon- 
dent, whose position entitles him to speak with peculiar 
authority upon this subject. 





WE REPORT IN ANOTHER COLUMN a decision of the 
Master of the Rolls, on the employment of “puffers,” or 
fictitious bidders, at sales of land by auction. “The Sale of 
Land by Auction Act, 1867,” was passed to assimilate 
the practice in equity to the practice at law—the courts 
of common law holding, that where a puffer has bid, 
no right of bidding on behalf of the vendor being re- 
served, the sale is absolutely void: Bewwell v. Christie, 
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(Cowp. 395) ; while it has been held in equity that a 
vendor may, without special notice, take steps to pre- 
vent his property going at an under value, without 
thereby vitiating the sale: Smith v. Clarke (12 Ves. 
477). In Mortimer v. Bell (14 W. R. 68), Lord Cran- 
worth observed that the courts of law would not allow 
the vendor, without express stipulation, to interpose a 
bidder; while the equity courts always allowed the 
vendor to fix a reserved price. As to the actual em- 
ployment of “ puffers,” the equity courts were in some 
uncertainty. There was however, a long string of cases 
against the validity of sales so effected, and in Mortimer 
v. Bell, Lord Cranworth upset a sale, where to had been 
employed at once. Lord St. Leonards was of opinion 
that the courts of law should adopt the equity rule; the 
late Lord Justice Knight-Bruce, and it appears also the 
present Master of the Rolls thought the contrary. The 
Legislature adopted the latter view. The Act of 1867, 
after reciting that there had been a conflict between 
law and equity, and that even in equity the rule was 
unsettled, enacted that “puffing” shall invalidate in 
equity as well as at law ; and the 5th section enacts 
that in every case the conditions of sale shall state 
whether the land is sold without reserve, or subject to 
a reserved price, or whether a right to bid is reserved, 
and that, if it is stated that the sale will be without re- 
serve, or to that effect, it shall not be lawful for the 
seller to employ any person to bid, or the auctioneer to 
take knowingly any bid from any such person. There is 
no penalty for not making this ‘statement in the condi- 
tions; but the Master of the Rolls, in effect, holds the 
meaning to be that silence is equivalent to a statement 
that nothing is reserved. In Gilliatt v. Gilliatt, the 


| case alluded to, the conditions stated that there was a 
| reserved price, but mentioned nothing about bidding. 
| One puffer had been employed, who did not, however, bid 


up to the reserved price, and, on this latter ground, it 


, was contended that the sale was valid ; the Master of the 
| Rolls, however, upset it, observing that the enactment 





| was plain, that if the vendor meant to reserve a right to 


employ a bidder, he must say so. 





THE LAW’S DELAYS have ever been a favourite topic 
with public writers and speakers; the law’s dispatch 
and promptitude rarely find a chronicler. A remarkable 
instance, however, of the rapidity of the movements of 
the Court of Chancery, occurring only a few days since, 
ought not to be unrecorded. Some property of the 
Landed Estates Company, distant about twelve miles 
from London, was, in the course of one forenoon, in- 
vaded by a body of men, who commenced digging up a 
portion of it, in assertion of the supposed right of their 
employer. At two o'clock information was received at 
the London offices of the company of these proceedings, 
and at three o'clock instructions were given for the filing 
of a bill for an injunction to restrain the defendant. 
With the assistance of several shorthand writers a bill 
was written from dictation and placed in the hands of the 
printers, together with a plan of the estate, and an 
affidavit. These were printed off with the utmost speed; 
the bill was filed the same afternoon in the court of 
Vice-Chancellor Malins, and the learned judge, after 
hearing counsel, granted the injunction. By seven 
o’clock in the evening a messenger, accompanied by a 
body of police served a copy of the injunction upon the 
parties who were still upon the ground, and who were 
forthwith removed. Such a rapid movement is perhaps 
unparalleled. 





THE JUDGMENT in the case of Dawkins v. Lord F. 
Paulet, delivered on Monday last in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, will prove a land-mark in the law of libel. The 
question arose upon demurrer to a replication, and was 
simply whether a communication, admitted to be privi- 
leged, was, under the circumstances stated on the record, 
rendered actionable if alleged to have been made with 
express malice. At first sight there would seem little 
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doubi on the matter. The ordinary rule of law unques- 
tionably is, that malice deprives a person of privilege. 
If wemightcoin a maxim we would say ‘‘ malitia tollit 
privilegium.” But, in Colonel Dawkins’ case, the majo- 
rity of the Court have held that a different set of 
considerations must govern. He sought to recover 
damages for a libellous statement made as to his 
military conduct by the defendant, his superior officer, 
to the Adjutant-General. The defence was, in sub- 
stance, that Lord F. Paulet was acting in the discharge 
of his duty in making the statements complained of. 
To this the plaintiff replied that the defendant was ac- 
tuated by malicious motives. This replication Mr. 
Justices Mellor and Lush have ruled to be bad, on the 
ground that the matter of complaint was purely mili- 
tary, and one cognisable, under the Mutiny Act and 
Articles of War, only by a military tribunal. The late 
Mr. Justice Hayes was of the same opinion, but the 
Chief Justice, on the other hand, held that the action 
was maintainable. 

The question involved is one of extreme importance, 
and affects the status of every officer and soldier in the 
British army. We shall take an early opportunity of 
recurring to it, with a view of considering whether the 
Articles of War are in truth so stringent as to oust the 
jurisdiction of the ordinary courts of law. 
sition of the majority of the Queen’s Bench judges is 
certainly startling, and we should not be surprised to 
find that a Court of Error, if appealed to. will decline to 
assent to it. 





THE OVEREND & GURNEY PROSECUTION has at 
length reached Guildhall, and until the verdict has been 
given we shall abstain from any comments which might 
tend to a prejudication of the case. Whatever is to be 
said for and against perfect freedom of press discussion 
of proceedings before chancery judges, there can, we 
think, be no question of the impropriety of prejudging a 
case pending before a jury. Some of our daily contem- 
poraries have disregarded propriety in this matter, and 
publisheé articles which, if there were anyone who cared 
to raise the question, would certainly be considered a 
contempt of court. 


THE Yimes Money Article of last Monday contains 
some remarks on the hard position of directors, who may 
be prosecuted under the Larceny Act without the sanc- 
tion of the Attorney-General being necessary, whereas, 
before a trustee can be proceeded against under the same 
Act, the sanction of the law officer must be first obtained. 
Some eorrespondents, also of the Zimes, ascribe to the 
badness of the Court of Chancery, the wreckers, and the 
official liquidators also, the general commercial mistrust 
and depression which they deplore. 

“* At the present moment,” says one of them, ‘‘ there are 
numerous undertakings of great importance, and which are 
urgently required, which, although they have received 
the sanction of Parliament, cannot be executed because 
they cannot raise money on account of the distrust which 
exists.” 

As to the point on the Larceny ‘Act, we certainly 
know of no reason why the sanction of the Attorney- 
General should be necessary for the prosecution of a 
trustee, but not for that ofadirector. As to the practical 
hardship which has resulted to directors from the dis- 
tinction, it amounts simply to ni/. Everyone who has 
kept up an acquaintance with the legal reports of joint- 
stock cases has been astonished and disgusted at the 
countless flagrant instances in which the subscribers to 
concerns have been nothing short of swindled by the pro- 
woters, and yet there has never been a conviction under 
section 84 of the Larceny Act, and until quite recently 
there had never been a prosecution. It is not the 
fault of the Act that the worst cases within its 
scope are never prosecuted at all, or that the con- 
tagion of joint-stock immorality has extended even to 
the proceedings by which it was intended to be pun- 


The propo- | 


ished and repressed. We are certainly not surprised 
to hear that there are numerous undertakings which 
cannot raise their capital on account of the general 
distrust of companies which the disclosures made in and 
since 1866 have generated. Considering the amount of 
rotten undertakings which have been exposed during the 
last few years, the scores upon scores of concerns started 
without hope of success—many of them established 
for the express purpose of being wound-up, considering 
frauds by which all these things have been accomplished, 
the concoctions of the railway world, and the wholesale 
and considering, over and above all, that not one of the 
perpetrators has had any criminal penalty to pay, it would 
be strange if this distrust did not exist. 





Iv IS RARELY that anyone is actually committed for 
open contempt of court. In most cases in which a con- 
tempt has been committed, the Court is satisfied by the 

offender making a submission and paying costs. Vice- 
Chancellor Malins, however, this week committed two 
| persons for gross and violent conduct to a solicitor’s 
; clerk, whoserved on one of them an interim order for an 
injunction. In an old case of Williams v. Johns, in 
1773, a defendant was committed to the Fleet for a con- 
| tempt which consisted in forcing a process-server to eat 
the wax and parchment of the subpena, beating him till. 


| he became senseless, and then ordering his servants to 
| throw him into the river. 





THE NEW SYSTEM OF TAXATION, 


On the Ist of January next a new system of payment 
' and collection of the income tax, Jand tax, inhabited 
| house duty, and other assessed taxes comes into operation. 
' The Act by which this is effected is the 32 & 33 Vict. ¢. 
' 14, and, as is the case with most other Acts relating to 
| similar subjects, it is not very easy to understand its 
: exact effect on first reading it, owing to the numerous 
| references it contains to former Acts of Parliament. The 
! subject will probably attract a good deal of attention in 
| the next few weeks, and we observe that meetings have: 
: already been held in some quarters to protest against the 
payment of these taxes in advance. It may not, there- 
| fore, be out of place to give some explanation of the al- 
| terations effected by the Act. 
| As regards the income tax, land tax, and inhabited 
| house duty, the alteration consists simply in altering 
| the time of payment. For the future these taxes are to 
become due on the 1st of January, instead of being due 
by quarterly payments throughout a year, commencing 
from the 6th of April. Although, however, by law these 
taxes have been payable quarterly, the practice with 
regard to their collection has varied much in different 
places; we believe they have most frequently been col- 
lected in half-yearly payments, while in some places they 
have been collected only annuaily in one sum. Thus 
the new law will no doubt practically affect tax-payers 
in different localities somewhat differently. It has, in 
fact, seldom been found worth while to demand, and 
probably never to enforce, punctual payment of the 
earliest instalments, owing to the trouble and expense 
of such a proceeding. Therefore, notwithstanding that, 
as was pointed out by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
the time of payment is now, in comparision with the 
proper dates for the payment of the four instalments, 
more retarded on the whole than advanced, there can be 
nv doubt that the practical effect in most places will be 
to advance the time when payment is likely to be en- 
forced. 

In the end, however, when the new system has come 
fully into operation, no more and no less will have been 
paid in respect of these taxes by the tax-payers than they 
would have paid under the old system. They will only 
be out of pocket by a small amount in respect of interest 
upon the duty for a short space of time, in those cases 
where it has not hitherto been the practice to enforce 








punctual payment of the earlier instalments. The prin- 
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cipal difference, therefore, to the tax-payers will be that 
they will always have to pay in one sum at the same 
time of the year, while, to the State, the difference will 
be in the saving of expense of collection. To assist those 
who may wish to verify these conclusions by reference 
to the Act of Parliament, it may, perhaps, be as well to 
point out that the 5th, 6th, and 7th sections, which, to a 
casual reader, might appear to contaiu elaborate altera- 
tions of the law with reference to these taxes, are really 
similar to the provisions which, for some time past, have 
been contained in the annual income-tax Acts. 

The alterations with regard to what are ordinarily 
known as the assessed taxes, that is, the taxes on male 
servants, horses and carriages, and armorial bearings, 
and also that on horse-dealers, are much more elaborate, 
and difficult to understand. This is so both as regards 
the alterations in the payments required from tax-payers, 
and also as regards the alterations in the machinery 
under which those payments are to be made. The 
amounts of the various duties are somewhat altered, and, 
on the whole, reduced. So far greater simplicity is cer- 
tainly introduced, but besides this, as our readers are all 
aware, these taxes are now to be paid in January in ad- 
vance for articles kept or used in the ensuing year, in- 
stead of being, as heretofore, payable by four instalments 
(on the 20th of June, September, December, and March), 
in respect of articles kept during the year ending on the 
5th of April preceding. In practice these taxes have, of 
late years, scarcely ever been collected in the four instal- 
ments; still they have been by law so payable ever since the 
passing of the Act 43 Geo. 3, c. 161, in 1803. It will be seen 
therefore, that the time by which the payment of these 
taxes is anticipated will vary a good deal in different 
cases, but it may be calculated roughly at a year. Thus, 
the payers of this tax will mostly be out of pocket through 
thealteration by about a year’s interest on the amount of 
the tax paid by them. There is, however, to be no assess- 
ment made in respect of articles kept during the period 
between the 6th of April, 1869, and the lst of January, 
1870, and the effect of this is very important. Thus, it 
might appear at first sight that, by the alteration from 
post payment to payment in advance, an additional year’s 
taxes would eventually be paid by each tax-payer. The 
effect, however, in all cases which it is at all reasonable 
to contemplate will, owing to the provisions to which we 
have referred, be more nearly the contrary. Of course, 
if any sudden convulsion, either of nature or of society, 
were to pat an end to the payment of these taxes, each 
tax-payer would have paid more under the new system 
than he would if the old had been continued. In the 
rather more likely case of the taxes being repealed no 
one could, of course, complain of his having had to 
pay in advance, because if he had not, probably the 
repeal would have been a year later. 

Let us take, however, the cases which must happen if 
the order of things contemplated and provided for by the 
new statute continues for a few years, and see whether a 
tax-payer ceasing, after the commencement of the 
new system, to keep the article for which he has been 
taxed will, after paying all to which he has become 
liable in respect of it,on the whole have paid more or 
less in consequence of the alteration. It will be found 
that a person who may hereafter discontinue to keep, say 
a horse, upon which, before the alteration, he has been 
liable to the assessed tax—that is to say, a horse which 
he kept prior to the 5th of April, 1869, will, if the date 
of his ceasing to keep it lies between the 1st of January 
and the 5th of Aprilin any year, have to pay exactly 
the same number of yearly assessments in respect of his 
horse, as he would have done under the old system, while 
if he discontinues it between the 6th of April and the 
31st of December, in any year, he will have to pay one 
year’s assessment less than he would have been liable to 
under the old system. This, of course, is owing to the 
year dating from the Ist of Jannary instead of from the 
6th of April preceding, so that although he would, by 
keeping the horse after the Gth of April in any year, 











have broken into a new year under the old system, he 
does not do so under the new, unless he keeps it on 
beyond the next 1st of January. Thus, as the period 
after the 5th of April, in any year, is about three times 
as long as that before that day, any present tax-payer 
may calculate that the time when he will cease to become 
liable to pay assessed taxes (as he must some time by 
death, if not otherwise) is three times as likely to fall ia 
the latter nine months ef the year as in the first three; 
and, therefore, that there is a probability of three to one 
that he, or at all events his executors or administrators, 
will eventually save a year’s assessment to the assessed 
taxes by the alteration effected in the present year. The 
tax-payers have, therefore, this eventual advantage to 
look forward to, in addition to the present benefit of a 
reduction of several of the duties, as some compensation 
for the pressure put upon them now in having to pay in 
advance duties for next year, before the payment of the 
duties for the past year is entirely cleared off. 

Itisnot, however, tobeinferred that because aboat three- 
fourths of the present tax-payers will eventually pay one 
assessment the less, owing to the present alteration, that 
therefore the State must eventually lose that amount. 
In the first place, there is the consideration, that what 
the tax-payers now gain by the law they often before 
gained by evading the law. It was frequently impossible 
to get the duty on articles eighteen months or two years 
after they had been given up by the person keeping them, 
nor was this evasion necessarily a dishonest one, as it 
might well have been unintentional, and on the part of 
executors it must have commonly been so. Then again, 
even supposing that the duty hitherto had been as com- 
pletely collected under the old system as it will be under 
the new, still the State now receives the taxes in ad- 
vance, and new tax-payers will come in before they other- 
wise would do so to pay in place of the old ones who dis- 
continue ; so that the loss of three-fourths of a year’s 
taxes will not fall on the State until a year after horses 
and carriages and the other articles cease to be the sub- 
jects of assessed taxes. The only effect, therefore, would 
be that the alteration may have postponed for one year 
the eventual repeal of these taxes—a contingency which 
we should imagine is very remote, now that the duties 
are reduced to a very simple form, and imposed only on 
luxuries, If, however, the calculations of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer as to the increased amount that will be 
collected, and the saving that will be effected in the 
expense of collection, are anything like verified, the pro- 
fit to the State will be very much greater than the pre- 
sent value of the ultimate loss on the amounts due from 
each individual tax-payer, to which we have referred. 

On the whole, therefore, we must give thescheme as to 
the assessed taxes our decided approval, believing that 
its advantages far outweigh the grievance caused by the 
present pressure of several payments at once, It is, how- 
ever, a matter of some doubt whether, although it is 
desirable to have only one collection of each tax in the 
year, it is also desirable to have that collection at the 
same time for all taxes. Not only does it put additional 
pressure upon the public to do so, but also we should 
imagine it must require an additional staff. If the as- 
sessed taxes and some others were collected in January, 
and the income-tax in July, we should imagine that the 
services of the same officer would be available for their 
collection to a greater extent than they will be under the 
proposed arrangement. 

We pass on now to the consideration of the alterations 
in the machinery for collection of the assessed taxes, and 
the manner in which tax-payers will be affected by these 
alterations. At present the machinery in use is that 
provided by 43 Geo. 3, c. 161, for although the duties 
have been frequently altered since then, and are now 
totally different, yet as regards the notices to be served, 
the returns to be made, and the penalties which may be 
incurred, no substantial alteration appears to have been 
made until the present year. By the 43 Geo. 3, c. 161, 
s. 25, it is provided that the assessors shall place certain 





130 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, Dec. 18,1869. 














notic2s on the church dours as to the taxes to be paid 
and as to the liability of persons to make returns. And 
it is enacted that this shall be a sufficient notice to all 
persons, but by the 26th section it is also provided that 
the assessors, besides those general notices, “ shall ” leave 
at every dwelling-house, where any person liable, or sup- 
posed to be liable, to the duties resides a notice for the oc- 
cupier, and in certain cases other notices. Under this last 
section forms have been regularly supplied to persons liable, 
on which to make their returns, and although the omission 
of the officer to deliver such a notice and form would not 
have excused in law the omission to make a return, yet 
there can be no doubt that in practice it would have 
been a sufficient excuse, and no penalty would have been 
enforced. Under the Act of this session, section 20, the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue are to cause notices to 
be posted on the 1st of January, cn all church doors, stat- 
ing the duties payable, and where persons liable may pro- 
cure forms on which to make theirdeclarations. By section 
24 the Commissioners “‘ may” also serve special notices on 
individuals, and deliver to them forms, which in that 
case they are bound to fill up within fourteen days. It 
will be observed that “ shall” in the old Act is changed to 
“may ” in the new one. The importance of this of course 
depends entirely upon the practice which the Commis- 
sioners choose to adopt. It is probable, however, that 
they will cause notices to be served as hitherto. If they 
were not to do so, but were to enforce the penalties on 
all who did ‘not obey the notices on the church doors, 
there certainly would be loud complaints, and not with- 
out reason. Having, however, procured a form, either 
from havirg it left at his dwelling, or by going to fetch 
it from the person to whom he is directed by notice on 
the church doors, every person liable to duty is before 
the end of January to fill up the form and state the 
number of male servants, horses, etc., then kept by him, 
and then to deliver it to the proper officer and pay the 
duty according to the number so returned. If, after- 
wards, during the year, he begins to keep an additional 
male servant, etc., or if he begins to keep any subjects 
of the duty for the first time in any other month in the 
year, he is to go and make a similar return, and pay the 
duty within twenty-one days from his so beginning to 
keep them, If he fails in any of these duties he is 
liable to pay a penalty of £20. Under the old Act a 
penalty of £50 was incurred by not making a proper 
return, and it was also provided, by section 29, that a 
person either commencing or ceasing to keep any sub- 
ject of the duty should give notice to the assessors 
within twenty-one days. There was no_ penalty, 
however, attached to ihe not giving snch notice, 
except the liability to be charged for subjects the 
keeping of which had been discontinued; and as, 
of course, the only use of the notice of beginning 
to keep the articles was to check the return which 
the person would have to make in the ensuing 
year, and no payment had immediately to be made upon 
them as is the case now. Such notices were in fact never 
given. The obligation to give the notice of keeping an 
additional horse or male servant, or of having purchased 
a ring with a crest engraved on it, and to pay the duty 
within twenty-one days of its being first incurred, which 
is now imposed under a somewhat severe penalty, is un- 
doubtedly anew one. There is also another somewhat 
important omission from the provisions of the old Act. 
Under that, if a person had neglected to make a return, 
or had omitted any article from his return, he could not 
be prosecuted for the penalty, if he had been surcharged 
and paid the duty, There is no substitute for this. On the 
contrary, the law is made the same as it is with the dog 
licences under the Act of 1867. If the tax-collector 


suspects a person of keeping some article for which he 
has not a licence, he may go to him, persuade him to 
take out a licence, take his money, give him the licence, 
and then, by the help of the admission he has obtained, 
prosecute him for not having had the licence before. In 
euch a case neither ignorance nor forgetfulness would be 


— 





| an excuse under the present statute, but the penalty of 
| £20 would have been incurred. We have known such 
| a case occur under the Act relating to dog licences. It 
| is evident, therefore, that the public are somewhat at 
| the mercy of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue and 
| their officers. It is to be hoped that these powers will 
| be used with discretion and justice: if they should not 
| be, either in the particulars we have alluded to, and in 
| some others, the Commissioners can, as it appears to us, 
| only be controlled by the force of public opinion, the 
| provisions in favour of the tax-payers appearing to be 
| discretionary, while those against them are imperative. 

| It remains only to point out how the penalties are to 
| be recovered, and—what is, perhaps, of more practical 
| importance—how far the penalties may be mitigated, 
| They are by section 18 to be governed by the law re- 
| lating to excise penalties. The enactments as to these 
| are principally contained in 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 58, which 
gave a jurisdiction within the limits of the chief office 
of excise in London to the Commissioners of Excise, and 
in all other cases to two magistrates. The proceeding 
in either case is by information. By the Act referred to 
au appeal lay from the Commissioners of Excise to cer- 
tain commissioners of appeal, but by the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 
20, the appeal was transferred to the Barons of the Ex- 
chequer. By 12 & 13 Vict. c. 1, the Boards of Excise 
and of Stamps and Taxes were consolidated, and thereby 
the powers of the Commissioners of Excise were con- 
ferred within the limits of the chief office of Inland Re- 
venue in London upon the Commissioners of Inland Re- 
venue, Finally, by 15 & 16 Vict. c. 61, a concurrent 
jurisdiction with the Commissioners within those limits 
was given to the metropolitan police magistrates. As- 
the law stands, therefore, these penalties may be en- 
forced upon information in London either before the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, with an appeal to the 
Barons of the Exchequer, or before a police magistrate, 
with an appeal to the Quarter Sessions; and in the country 
before two justices of the peace, with an appeal to 
Quarter Sessions. Hitherto the recovery of penalties in 
relation to assessed taxes has been governed by 43 Geo. 4, 
c. 99; the larger penalties being recoverable only by 


while others were recovered before commissioners, from 
whom an appeal lay to the Barons of the Exchequer on 
questions of surcharge, but on questions of surcharge 
only. With regard to the mitigation of the penalty the 
justices before whom a case is heard, or the Court of 
Quarter Sessions on appeal from them, may remit three- 
fourths of the penalty (by 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 53, s. 78), and 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue may remit the 
whole. The Commissioners of Inland R:venue may 
also, by section 98, stay any prosecution for a penalty, 
and, by section 99, the Commissioners of tie Treasury 
may also remit any penalty or mitigate it. It follows, 
therefore, that the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
have ample powers to prevent any injustice being done, 
through mistakes caused by ignorance of the new system, 
and we trust that these will be exercised if occasion 
requires it. 





COSTS OF APPEARANCE WHERE THE 
HAS NO INTEREST. 


There are many points of procedure, small in them- 
selves, but capable of giving rise to much inconvenience 
if the practice be not uniform and well understood. In 
such cases it may be a matter of real indifference what 
the practice is to be, so long as there is a uniform 


PARTY 








settled practice in all branches of the court. Some time 
ago (12 Sol. Jour, 628) we had occasion to notice a point 
of this kind in the question when a stop order should be 
applied for by petition, and when by summons in cham- 
bers; and we then disapproved of the conclusion of Vice- 
Chancellor Malins in Wrench v. Wynne (17 W. BR. 198), 
not so much on its merits as from its disturbing, for no 
sufficient reason, what had long been accepted as a 
settled rule for the guidance of suitors. 


action or information at the suit of the Attorney-General, 
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The question whether or no a person unnecessarily 
served with a petition or notice of motion, or a person 
rightly served but proving to have no interest, is entitled 
to his costs of appearance, may seem a small and unim- 
portant one; and yet if on such a point there be_no uni- 
form rule, the doubt will necessarily cause a constant and 
vexatious inconvenience. 

The point, too, is not without some reason as against a 
practice upon it which seems to have been adopted in one 
of our Chancery courts; and as there seems at present to 
be some difference in the various courts, we shall not be 
engrossing the practitioner's attention to no purpose if we 
detail the authorities. 

In Templeman v. Warrington (3 Dec. 1819) (1 J. & W. 
377n.), “the Master of the Rolls (SirThomas Plumer) re- 
fused costs to a party who appeared on a petition, follow- 
ing what his Honour understood from the registrars to 
have been the practice of the late Master of the Rolls” 
(Sir William Grant). 

But in Heneage v. Aikin (May 1820) (1J. & W. 377), 
a party served with a notice of motion and having no in- 
terest, appearing and asking for costs, and it being men- 
tioned that there was a difference in the practice, the 
Master of the Rolls being in the habit of refusing the 
costs in such cases, Lord Eldon said:— 

‘If you serve the party with notice of motion, you can- 
not object to his appearing. Is he not entitled to be 
indemnified for the expense occasioned by his prudence in 
appearing in consequence of your notice ?’ 

Again,in Garey v. Whittingham (1823), (T. & R. 405), 
Sir Thomas Plumer refused costs to a party without in- 
terest, who, on being served had appeared on a petition, 
saying— 

“The rule is not of my making; when I first came to 
this seat I thought the point of so much importance that I 
consulted Sir Wm. Grant upon it; he informed me that in 
his time the rule was as [have stated ’’—(viz., not to give the 
costs); “a contrary practice would put the public to enormous 
and unnecessary expense.” 

In Crawshay v. Thornton (1837), (2 My. & Cr. 24), 
Lord Cottenham stated it to be now the settled practice 
of the Court, that when a petition was served upon unne- 
cessary parties who appeared, they were entitled to their 
costs. He distinguished the case of a petition of appeal, 
and refused costs of appearance to a non-demurring defeu- 
dant who had been served with a petition of appeal pre- 
sented by another whose demurrer had been overruled 
by the Vice-Chancellor. 

In Bamford v. Watts (1839), (2 Beav. 202), Lord 
Langdale, M.R., stated that since the time of Sir Thomas 
Plumer his practice had been abandoned, it being con- 
sidered 

“That where a party is served with a petition or notice 
of motion, he is not bound to take upon himself the re- 
sponsibility of deciding whether his interest in the matter 
is such as to render it unnecessary for him to appear ; in- 
stances had occurred where parties had been greatly pre- 
judiced by their solicitors taking upon themselves that re- 
sponsibility.” 

To the same effect are Bruce v. Kinlock (Lord Lang- 
dale, 1849), (11 Beav. 432), and Rowley v. Adams (Lord 
Romilly, 1852), (16 Beav. 312). The report of Aajor v. 
Major (1849), (11 Jur. 1), represents Lord Cottenham 
as there acting on a rule identical with Sir Thomas 
Plumer’s, but, in Bruce v. Ainlock, Lord Langdale said 
he had ascertained from Lord Cottenham that he decided 
nothing of the kind. 

In Zabuteau v. Warburton (Sugden. L. C. Ir. 1843), (4 
Dr. & W. 267), the present Lord St. Leonards allowed 
the costs, observing that the party was not bound to take 
on himself the responsibility of deciding whether his in- 
terest was such as to render it unnecessary for him to ap- 
pear, 

It seems, therefore, tohave become asettled rule to allow 
the costs. Sinee the increase in the number of Chancery 
judges there has been some uncertainty. 

In Re The Justices of Coventry, (1854), (3 W. R. 141, 


19 Beay. 160), on a petition for payment out of court, 
Lord Romilly said:— 

‘*Tt is clear that have nothing to do with the matter. 
It is true, indeed, that the form of the account rendered it 
necessary to serve them, but there was no necessity for their 
appearing, and they are not entitled to their costs of appears 
ance.” 

But, in Re Copyhold Commissioners, Ex parte Queen's 
College, Oxford (1857), (6 W. R.9), where a fund was in- 
vested in the names of the Commissioners, who, however, 
had no interest, Vice-Chancellor Stuart said, upon their 
being served they must refer it to their solicitor to advise 
them whether the proposed mode of dealing was proper. 
Who was to pay them their costs so incurred, and how 
were they to get them unless they appeared and asked 
for them? The Vice-Chancellor also distinguished be- 
tween a petition in a matter and a petition in a cause, 
because, in the latter case, each party has a solicitor in 
the cause. We do not, however, think that there is any- 
thing in this distinction. For instance, it may be ne- 
cessary (as upon a sale in an administration suit) to 
serve a person who has no solicitor in the cause: the 
question, too, as Lord Cottenham and others above cited 
have put it, is, whether or not the party served is to con- 
sult his solicitor at his own expense. 

The case of Re Hertford Charity (Lord St. Leonards, 
1852), (19 Beav. 518n.), is vague, as it does not appear, 
from the notice of the case, whether or not the party 
whose costs were refused had been served. Another case 
of Day v. Croft (1854), (19 Beav. 518)—which Vice- 
Chancellor Wood is said to have reluctantly followed in a 
case which will presently be mentioned—decides still less. 
The report states that a petition in an administration 
suit, for exchange and inclosure of lands, had been served 
on residuary legatees who had no interest; they did not 
appear on the petition, but, on drawing up the order, 
asked for their costs. The report says that Lord 
Romilly refused their costs, and was confirmed in so doing 
by the Lords Justices. It is generally understood that a 
party served, by not appearing, waives his costs, so that 
this case is hardly an authority in point. 

In Barton v. Latour (Lord Romilly), (18 Beav. 
526), a purchaser had paid his purchase-money into court, 
and afterwards got his conveyance, having been served 
with, and appeared on, a petition for payment out of 
court. Lord Romilly said:— 

‘* When a purchaser has not obtained a conveyance the 
fund in which he has an interest cannot be dealt with in his 
absence; but when he has got his conveyance he, no longer 
having any interest, should not appear, but should inform 
the petitioner that he has no claim on the fund. I can give 

the purchaser no costs.”’* 

In Re Birch’s Will (1856), (2 K. & J. 369), the as- 
signees of an insolvent had petitioned for and obtained 
payment out of court of a legacy to which he had been 
entitled. He had been served with the petition, in con- 
sequence of an affidavit made by the trustees that he 
‘* was, or claimed to be, entitled by reason of his certifi- 
cate.” Vice-Chancellor Wood observed that this was 
clearly a groundless claim. His Honour said he should 
follow Day v. Croft, and Re Hertford Charity (udi sup.), 
with some reluctance, as he had thought the reason gs- 
signed for the former practice a good one—viz., that the 
respondent ought to be repaid the expense which he had 
been put to by being unnecessarily served. 

In Ex parte Churchill, Re Griffiths (i862), (1 N. R. 
140), some creditors supported and some opposed a peti- 
tion to discharge an order made by a registrar in bank- 
ruptcy. The official assignee appeared, cousenting to the 





* As to the costs of purchasers of estates sold in suits, where 
the purchase-money has been paid into court, Lord Romilly 
stated in Nod/e v. Stow (1861), (80 Beay. 273) that he con- 
sidered the practice to be either to draw up the order for pay- 
ment out, with the purchaser's consent, in which case he was 
entitled to his costs of appearance, or to draw it up on proper 
evidence that he had been served with notice, and had got his 
conveyance, in which case, according to Barton v. Latour 








(supra), he would not be entitled to his costs of appearance. 
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prayer. Lora Westbury pr ‘that thins ‘the official as- 
signee had no other duty to discharge than to say that 
he consented, it would be sufficient if he communicated 
his consent to the petitioner; he need not appear, and his 
costs would not be allowed. 

Then, in Haynes v. Barton (1866), (14 W. R. 257), 
Vice Chancellor Kindersley said: — 

“T hold thatin every case where a petiticn is presented, 
a party served with that petition is entitled to appear and 
have his costs. Is aman who is served with a petition to 
consult his solicitor, and appear or not, at his own risk and 
expense? Most certainly not.’ 

In a case of Le O’ Niel (March 23, 1866), (unreported), 
in which a petition in lunacy, relative to the personal es- 
tate of a deceased lunatic, contained some unnecessary 
statements concerning realty and the heir-at-law, the 
Lords Justices directed the petition to be amended by 
striking out those statements; but they gave the heir, 
who bad been served, his costs. 

Finally, Vice-Chancellor Malins has recently announced 
that he shall adhere to the practice of giving the costs. 
In Clark vy. Simpson (1868), (L. R. 6 Eq. 337), his Honour 
said :— 

‘* Whatever may be the practice in other branches of the 
court it has always been my practice, and I shall continue 
to act upon it until I find it otherwise decided by higher 
authority, to allow a person who is served with a petition, 
and at the hearing claims no interest, his costs of appear- 
ance ; I do not see why a person who is served is to judge 
whether or not he is necessarily served.” 

He then allowed ten guineas for costs. 

Vice-Chancellor James has adopted the following rule, 
Re Duggan’s Trusts (1869), (L. R. 8 Eq. 698):— 

“ If a petitioner, when he serves a petition, at the same 
offers the respondent forty shillings in order to enable 
him to get the advice of his solicitor as to whether he shall 
appear or not, and the respondent after that appears, the 
Court will consider whether such appearance be justified or 
not, and if it finds that it is not justified, will not order the 


petitioner to pay the costs of the respondent's appearance ; 
otherwise it will.’ 


At present, then, Vice-Chancellor Stuart allows the 
costs; Vice-Chancellor Malins, ditto; Vice-Chancellor 
James holds that a previous tender of forty shillings is 
sufficient; and the Master of the Rolls refuses the costs. 
We can conceive of no arswer to the observation made 
by several judges, that the party served ought to be re- 
imbursed the expense of advice as to whether he should 
appear or no: he certainly ought to have some costs; 
whether it be on Vice-Chancellor Malins’ scale or that of 
Vice-Chancellor James is a comparatively unimportant 
matter, but it is important that some uniform rule 
should be adopted in all the four courta, and we heartily 
wish that the Master of the Rolls and the three Vice- 
Chancellors would agree on one. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 

BILL TO RECOVER FOR BREACH OF Durty. 
Overend, Gurney, § Co. (Limited) v. Gurney 5 Others: 
17 W. R.1115. 

ff a shareholder can prove that the misrepresentation 
of the company induced him to become one, he is entitled 
to get himself removed from the register, either by 
motion or bill, provided, of course, that he begins before 
the company gets into liquidation, Further than this, if 
he can fix the directors with a scienter—with a guilty 
knowledge of the misrepresentation they made or sanc- 
tioned—he has a personal remedy in equity against them, 
and may, as in Henderson v. Lacon (16 W. R. 328), 
obtain a decree against them for repayment and costs. 
We imagine, however, that this personal relief against 
the directors could only be obtained as supplemental to a 
prayer for removal from the register; and that, if the 
company has already commenced windiug-up, so that the 





ened sharoholder is fixed as a - caine é he cannot 
succeed on a bill filed against the directors for indemnity 
and reimbursement, but must bring his action at common 
law. 

In the present case the frame of the suit was very re-- 
markable. The bill was filed by a company in liquida- 
tion against its directors, some of whom had been part- 
ners in a firm, whose business the company had been 
formed to buy and carry on. The proceedings in Oakes vy, 
Turquand (15 W. R. 1201), have familiarized everyone 
with the word ‘“ misrepresentation ” in connection with 
Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited); it is therefore espe- 
cially necessary to observe that the present bill expressly 
disclaimed imputing fraud, and was not grounded in mis- 
representation; but it alleged breach of duty and crass 
negligence in the manner in which the defendants had 
conducted the purchase of the business of the firm of 
Overend, Gurney, & Co., alleged that if the condition of 
that firm had been laid before a meeting of the company 
they never would have consented to buy its business, and 
claimed that the defendants ought to reimburse the com- 
pany fortheloss sustained by thisundoubtedly bad bargain. 
Lord Hatherley laid down in limine a distinction which 
is acute and incontrovertible; that the relief, if the plain- 
tiffs were entitled to any, could only go to the extent of 
the funds entrusted to the directors to make the pur- 
chase with (some £250,000), and not to all the 
subsequent liabilities entailed by the transaction. 
The relief prayed could be awarded only as for a breach 
of duty regarded as a breach of trust, and a trust implies a 
particular subject-matter to which the trustextends. As 
to the further loss—that is, the amount the company had 
had to pay over and abov their purchase-moneys,—the 
remedy, if any, was only at common law. 

A bill for breach of duty, such as this, is, so far as 
the reports are concerned, without precedent; but the 
plaintiffs relied on an old case of The Charitable Corpora- 
tion v. Sutton (1 Atk. 400), decided by Lord Hardwicke in 
1742. The Charitable Corporation was, in point of fact, 
meant to be a benevolent pawnbroking society, intended 
to assist poor persons with loans on pledge. The com- 
mittee-men did not keep up a certain system of checks on 
the officers of the scciety, and did not properly inspect 
cash balances or take stock of pledges, and, by these and 
other laxities, they afforded to certain of the company’s 
officers powers which they abused by fraudulently lending 
the society’s funds to themselves and others upon grossly- 
inadequate security. For this Lord Hardwicke decreed the 
committee-men to make good the loss, and ordered, more- 
over, the representatives of a deceased committee-man to 
be “ examined as to the hand his principal had in the 
affair.” It was contended that this decision had not 
been approved subsequently; the real fat is, that an 
analogous case has never arisen, and so the decision has 
scarcely ever been cited. 

Vice-Chancellor Malins overruled a demurrer for 
want of equity, on the ground that he approved, 
and could not distinguish Charitable Corporation 
v. Sutton. And, indeed, we can see no reason for 
doubting the soundness of Lord Hardwicke’s decision.. 
Lord Hatherley, however, decided nothing as to this, but 
reversed the Vice-Chancellor on the facts. Considering 
that the company was formed to buy this very business, 
a business which was in its nature of a speculative 
character, he did not consider that the directors, having 
had a wide discretion entrusted to them, had been guiity 
of negligence amounting to a breach of trust. The gist 
of the decision is, that merely making a bad or impru- 
dent bargain cannot be dealt with as a breach of trust on 
the part of directors; but there are dicta in the judgment 
respecting the duty of directors in such cases, which were 
unnecessary and in our humble opinion injudicious, as 
calculated to convey the idea that the judge went farther 
than he actually did go, in favour of the directors’ posi- 
tion. 

There is one other remark in the judgment which, 
though only a dictum, we must notice because it appears 
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min us ieacennnie. " Speaking of the claim for indemnity 
ultra the £250,000, as one enforceable, if at all, only at 
law, Lord Hatherley says the consequence would be that 
the representatives of the deceased director could not be 
pursued either at law or in equity; certainly not in equity, 
for the tort would be personal. We think this dictwm il- 
dnstrates the small value of obiter dicta, No doubt if, in 
such a case, the party aggrieved chose to sue, in tort, the 
remedy would not survive against representatives. But 
we apprehend that, in such a case, the action would lie 
either in tort or contract,and that, if framed on the latter, 
it would be maintainable as against representatives. 


Or THE RIGHT TO INTEREST IN CERTAIN CASES. 
Re Kerr’s Policy, V.0.J., 17 W. R. 989, L. R. 8 Eq. 33 

In deciding that an equitable mortgagee, who takes a 
security by deposit of title-deeds without written memo- 
randum or stipulation as to interest of any kind, is en- 
titled to 4 per cent. interest on his debt, the Vice-Chan- 
cellor followed a decision of the Right Hon. T. B. C. 
Smith, when Master of the Rolls in Ireland, in a similar 
case, where, however, the interest given was after the 
rate of 5 per cent. instead of 4. 

In the case we refer to, Carey v. Doyne (5 Ir. Ch. Rep. 
104), it was held that where deeds are deposited, by 
way of equitable mortgage, to secure a simple contract 
debt, the debt bears interest from the date of the de- 
posit, and by reason of it, though there be no express 
contract that the debt shall bear interest. 

These decisions appear, at first sight, to run counter to 
the common theory as to the payment of interest, which 
being, as the common count runs, for the forbearance of 
money due from A. to B., interest ought not to be claimed 
until demand, in the absence of express stipulation. Lord 
Eldon’s views on this subject, as expressed by him in Er 
parte Haigh, will be found in the judgment of the Mas- 
ter of the Rolls in Ireland in Carey v. Doyne. Ex parte 
Haigh, be it observed, as reported in 11 Ves. 43, contains 
no more than a denunciation by Lord Eldon of the rule 
that an equitable charge may be created by the mere 
deposit of title-deeds without any memorandum in 
writing, the Statute of Frauds notwithstanding. It is 
said in the Anonymous case (4 Taunt. 876) that interest 
was given on affirmance of a judgment upon an agree- 
ment to execute a mortgage, where it may be presumed 
that the agreement was silent as to interest. It is not 
stated what rate of interest was given. But in Ashton v. 
Dalton (2 Coll. 565) Sir J. L. Knight-Bruce, V.C., his 
Honour doubted whether the mere deposit of deeds with- 
out legal security would make a debt bear interest that 
was not of its nature interest-bearing. It was not, how- 
ever, necessary to decide the point. 

We may now regard the principle as settled, and the 
reason of itis simply this—that the imperfect form of 
mortgage created by the deposit of deeds without a written 
memorandum is capable of being perfected at the suit of 
the mortgagee. The deposit of title-deeds to secure a 
loan is to be regarded in equity as an agreement to exe- 
cute a mortgage of the property comprised in the deed, 
with interest. This is the true view of a transaction 
which is now of every-day occurrence, and as to which it 
is now too late for anyone to lament, with Lord Eldon, 
that the provisiuns of the Statute of Frauds are evaded 
by a security being created without writing. 








THE Hapgas Corpus Act.—According to Bishop Burnett, 
we are indebted to a “ jest”’ for this highly-prized palladium of 
English liberty. To quote the bishop’s words, he says:—“ It 
was carried by an odd artifice in the House of Lords. Lord 
Grey and Lord Norris were named to be the tellers. Lord 
Norris, being a man subject to vapours, was not at all times at- 
tentive to what he was doing ; so a very fat lord coming in, Lord 
Grey counted him for ten, as a jest at first, but seeing Lord 
Norris had not observed it, he went on with this mis-reckoning 
of ten, so that it was reported to the House, and declared that 
they w ho were for the bill were the majority, though it indeed 
‘went on the other side, and by this means the bill passed.” 











REVIEWS. 


The Law of Limitation as to Real Froperty, including that 
of the Crown and the Duke of Cornwall. By Wr1aM 
Brown, Barrister-at-Law. London: H. Sweet. 1869. 
This book contains more than its titie would lead the 

reader to expect. It deals not only with the Statutes of 

Limitation, properly so-called, but also with the Prescription 

Acts; and not content even with this wide field of labour 

the author introduces his subject with a long historical dis- 

sertation on the law of prescription in general. We must 
not be understood, however, as in any way blaming him 
for the course he has taken. On the contrary, he has 
greatly increased the value by increasing the bulk of his 
work. Mr. Brown will, we are sure, appreciate the high 
compliment we pay him, when we say that his method may 
be compared, and not unfavourably, ‘with that of the late 

Mr. Best, in his celebrated treatise on the Law of Evidence. 

We find here the same mixture, which exists there, of prin- 

ciples and practice. ‘The result will probably be that Mr. 


‘ Brown’s book will be found in the hands of students and 


jurists as well as in those of practising lawyers. 

The difference between prescription and limitation has 
been frequently discussed, and is well described by the 
late Professor Bell in his treatise on Scotch Law. Limita- 
tion, he says, denies the remedy after the lapse of a certain 
time ; prescription extinguishes the clwii itself. Generally 
speaking this distinction is well founded, and may be illus- 
trated by the fact that whilst a debt barred by the statute is 
nevertheless a debt still, and may furnish a good considera- 
tion for a subsequent promise to pay it, the non-exercise 
of a right by one man may give to another an absolute power 
of vetoing its exercise on any future occasion. But prescrip- 
tion and limitation are sufficiently allied tomake it convenient 
to treat them together. Indeed, the latter, which is statute 
law, followed almost as a corollary on the existence of the 
former, and both are based upon the necessities of a highly 
civilized society. Nor, is there anything, as is often sup- 
posed, morally “dishonest in a suitor av ailing himself of the 
law of prescription or limitation by way of defence. Mr. 
Brown in his section on the ‘‘ object” of the law (pp. 7— 

23) has collected a number of judicial dicta on the subject. 
Pleading the Statute of Limitations, said Lord Holt in his 
trenchant way, is no disparagement to any body: and to 
the same effect Mr. Brown cites the opinions of such men 
as Garrow, Chief Justice Best, Chief Baron Richards, Lord 
Brougham, and Lord Cranw orth. He might have added 
the names of many living judges, had he “pleased, to his 
list, though, indeed, the policy of some law of peace is too 
obvious to want the support of great names. In the 


; language of the old maxim “ iiterest reipiblicze ut sit sfinis 


litium.” 

The first portion of Mr. Brown’s work is occupied with 
prescription (pp. 1—234), and the second with limitation 
(pp. 234—73), but the two subjects are treated in a very 
different manner. The latter, or ‘ prescription by legislative 
enactment,” does not furnish the same field for historical or 
juridical discussion as the former, and Mr. Brown could do 
no more than he has done, could do no more than 
give in a convenient and classified form the provi- 
sions of the various enactments and the decisions 
upon them. The two principal statutes are, we 
need hardly say, the Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71), 
and what is called par excellence “ the Statute of Limitation” 
(3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27), with regard to which it may be noted, 
in passing, that contrary to the usual policy of such statutes 
it bars the wight as well as the remedy. In Mr. Brown’s 
pages the reader will find a full and elaborate commentary 
on both these Acts of Parliament, together with others sub- 
sidiary to them. Commencing with an account of * the 
territorial operation of the laws, the subject of this book ’”’ 
(pp. 234-239), the writer proceeds to consider, 1st, the 
persons (pp. 239—315), and 2ndly, the things (pp. 316—407), 
affected by them. Then follow chapters (pp. 407—565) on 
the period of limitation and the circumstances under which 
it may be shortened, suspended, or extended. Next, the 
operation of the statutes on the expiration of the period of 
limitation is detailed and the effect of acknowledgment 
described (pp. 566—671). Two short chapters, one on in- 
terpretaticn (pp. 672—728) and the other on the effect of 
the statutes on questions between vendor and purchaser, 
conclude this division of the volume. 

It remains to say a few words on the earlier part of Mr. 
Brown’s labour. He has introduced his subject with an 
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historical sketch of prescription in general and “ possession,’’ 
(pp. 1—184) in the technical sense of detention of property 
with the intention to keep it. He then proceeds to preserip- 
tion proper (pp. 184—234), and “custom,”’ as distinguished 
from prescription, topics which fill the interval between the 
introductory, and what we may call the main portion of the 
book. In this connection a great deal of valuable information 
is given respecting fisheries, and here as elsewhere the reader 
finds frequent reference to Irish, Scotch, and American, as 
well as to English cases. Indeed, in this wealth of reference 
to foreign authorities, Mr. Brown has struck out a path not 
often followed by English text-book writers, the vision of 
most of whom is bounded by the reports of domestic courts. 
Mr. Brown’s comprehensive industry has resulted in 
the production of a manual of more than ordinary 
completeness We should add, in conclusion, that the 
work is supplied with an appendix, containing in full the 
principal statutes commented on, and also with an ample 
index. 


Commentaries on the History of the City of London. By 
GEoRGE Norton. 3rd Ed. Revised. Longmans. 1869. 
The history of the City of London is in no small degree 

the history of England. Although London does not 

occupy in England the same political position and import- 
ance as Paris occupies in France, it is still emphatically 
the capital city of Great Britain ; more than that, it is the 
chief city in the world, if population and wealth be taken 
as the criterion of municipal importance. A metropolitan 
insurrection against the constituted authorities, if such an 
event were possible, would no doubt produce little or no 
effect in the provinces. The principles of local self-govern- 
ment are too strongly planted among us to admit of Liver- 
pool or Bristol, for example, following the lead of London, 
simply for the reason that London happened to be the 
metropolis. Even the humblest provincial town would 
have been ashamed to emulate the serio-comic excesses of 
the Hyde-park rioters. London never has given, and it 
would seem, never seems destined to give the mot d’ordre 
to any great popular movement. In truth the energies of 
its vast population are too diverse to be intense. Petty or 
local causes are incapable of moving its emotion. Coventry 
may be agitated about the French Treaty, Manchester may 
be agitated about the prospects of a cotton supply, Lincoln- 
shire about the protection which we are told on high 
authority fertilised its broad acres ; London is to large tor 
these isolated and merely local interests. It is pre-eminently 

‘ metropolitical. We may smile, if we please, at the clumsy 

and antiquated pageantry of the civil authorities; but the 

fact remains that, in spite of superficial defects, there is 
nothing really mean or despicable about the past traditions 
or present position ofthe City of London. 

The annals of so aneient and famous a corporation are 
sure to be well worth preserving, and we are glad, therefore, 
to welcome a new edition of Norton’s Commentaries. And 
the corporation to whose public spirit we mainly owe the 
reprint deserve our thanks. The qualifications of the author 
are beyond dispute. At one time he occupied an oflicial posi- 
tion in the City, as one of its common pleaders, which im- 
posed upon him the necessary duty of learning something 
of its laws and customs. He did well in revealing to the 
general public the result of his investigations. The first 
aul second editions of his book are long since out of print, 
but with the encouragement of the corporation, this third 
and revised edition has recently been issued. Everybody 
born within the sound of Bow bells has thus had placed 
within his reach some account of the famous old city to 
which he belongs. 

The book is divided into two parts. The first gives an 
historical account of the City of London, from its founda- 
tion under the Romans down to the Reform Act of 1832. 
It appears to have attained, whilst the Roman legions still 
remained in the island, to a considerable degree of opulence 
and grandeur, but upon their retirement, it rapidly de- 
clined and shared the stormy vicissitudes which accompanied 
tle contests for supremacy between the Saxons and Danes. 
Before long, however, it re-asserted its old importance, and 
at the hands of Alfred the Great ‘‘the true founder of the 
municipal laws and privileges of London” received the 
most prominent of those free customs and privileges as well 
as that peculiar internal polity which have always distin- 
guished the city fromthe rest of the nation. The Normancon- 
queror, therefore, found London already the chief place in 
the island, and the citizens proved powerful enough to assert 
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their exemption from the numerous burdens which ac- 
companied the introduction of the feudal system. By the 
first charter of William, the King made known to “ William 
the Bishop, and Godfrey the Portreve, and all the burghers” 
that it was his sovereign will they should be ‘‘law-worthy 
asin the days of King Edward,” and law-worthy they 
have ever been since. Successive monarchs confirmed and 
extended the ancient municipal privileges and custems, and 
few indeed were the occasions on which these were interfered 
with. In the reign of Charles II., the court lawyers levied 
the most formidable blow on record at the liberties of 
London. The charters of the city were declared to be for. 
feited ; and a passing victory was then won over the sturdy 
Englishmen, whose immediate predecessors had borne wit- 
ness during the great rebellion against the exercise of 
arbitrary power, and between whom and the Court 
there was naturally no great sympathy. But ere 
many years had passed James II., by the hand of 
Jeffreys, once Recorder of London, restored the charter 
o the citizens. It was on the eve of his flight, and 


- too late to revive the vanished loyalty of the city. Scarcely 


had the King departed when the Court of Aldermen met 
and made a solemn declaration in favour of the Prince of 
Orange. A speedy reward followed. By the 2&3 W. & M. 
sess. 1, c. 8, the whole proceedings connected with the for- 
feiture of the charters by Charles II., were declared illegal, 
and the mayor, commonalty, and citizens were re-instated 
in all their ancient, civil, and political rights. They have 
never been seriously molested since, and upon the whole it 
must be admitted they have deserved their privileges. I 
ever “the rude hand of reforming Legislature” is laid 
upon them, their patriotism and determined adherence to 
popular principles will doubtless be remembered in their 
favour. In a new organization of this huge metropolis, the 
corporation of London will certainly hold its own. No one 
will complain if, in the recollection of its long and often 
illustrious history, Parliament should determine to ‘be 
to its faults a little blind ; and to its virtues very kind.” — 
We have only to add that in the second part of this 
treatise there is a list of the various charters granted from 
time to time to the City with an abstract of their contents 
and a full explanatory commentary. We are glad to be 
able to commend the book to the favourable notice of all 
our readers and especially to those of them who are citizens 
of London. eer 
A Pocket Digest of Stamp Duties and of Judicial Decisions 
thereon, with directions on Stamped Instruments, and an 
Appendix of Stamp Acts, Tables of Duties, §c. By Txos. 
B. Vacner. London: Vacher & Sons. Sixth Edition, 
with Addenda. Showing the alterations effected by Acts 
passed in 1866, 1867, 1868, and 1869. 
The sixth edition of Messrs. Vacher’s handy little book 
1865, since when many Acts have 


Messrs. Vacher have accordingly reprinted their sixth edi- 
tion, with an addendum comprising an alphabetical digest of 
the statutory alterations, and the list of the statutes by which 
they have been effected. ‘ : 

The work itself is a useful little companion ; it con- 
tains complete information on all the stamps and duties 
with a digest of decisions ; and a reprint with a digest of 
subsequent enactments is useful. It is, however, 
to be regretted that Messrs. Vacher did not while they 
were about it, post up their work in the new decisions as 
well as the new enactments. Since 1865 there have been 
many decisions of more or less importance, and to add the 
enactments and omit the decisions is only to half post up 
the work. We hope a fresh edition will be issued with the 
cases noted up. Another advantage of the book is that it 
is of a size to slip conveniently into the pocket. 








THe LAw’s DetaAys.—The longest law suit of which we 
have any authentic record is one that lasted no less than a 
hundred and twenty years. It was between the heirs of Lord 
Lisle and the heirs of Lord Berkeley, respecting some property 
near Wotton-under-Edge, in the county of Gloucester. Having 
commenced in the reign of Edward IV., it was still pending in 
the commencement of the reign of James I., and was then 
only terminated by a compromise. Another chancery suit, 
commenced in 1749, and terminated in 1760, the amount in 
dispute being £2 2s. 1d. This was referred to arbitration, the 
referees decided that the plaintiff had no right to file his 
bill, and ordered him to pay a thousand guineas costs. 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Master or THE Rotts. 
Dec. 10.—Re W. R. and H. A. Gregg, Solicitors. 

This was a motion on behalf of Messrs. Gregg, solicitors, 
of Kirkby Lonsdale, to discharge an attachment taken out 
to compel them to obey an order to tax their bill of costs 
which had been obtained in June last by Mr. Vaughan 
Prance, the solicitor on behalf of a Mr. Procter. The notice 
of motion sought to fix Mr. Vaughan Prance personally 
with the costs of the application. 

Messrs. Gregg had been for many years, prior to June, 
1869, the solicitors of Mr. Procter, an elderly gentleman of 
infirm health, whose affairs had been for the most part 
managed by his nephew, Mr. Gilbert Procter, under a power 
of attorney. There appeared to have been some contest in 
the family with reference to the management of the affairs 
of Mr. Procter, and the result was that in June last Mr. 
Gilbert Procter’s power to act for his uncle was revoked, 
and Mr. Prance was substituted for Messrs. Gregg as the 
solicitor for Mr, Procter. Mr. Prance applied to Messrs. 
Gregg for his new client’s papers and for their bill. They 
gave him no immediate answer, but sent to Mr. Gilbert 
Procter, whom they still treated as having authority to act 
for his uncle, their bill of costs, and a cheque for the 
balance due to Mr. Procter after deducting the amount of 
their bill, and a week afterwards wrote to Mr. Prance, 
simply stating that they had no money belonging to Mr. 
Procter in their hands, and that nothing was due to them. 
Mr. Prance thereupon obtained, on behalf of his client, the 
common order to tax Messrs. Gregg’s bill of costs, to which 
Messrs. Gregy paid no attention, and an attachment conse- 
quently issued, to set aside which, on the ground of irregu- 
larity in several respects, was the object of the present mo- 
tion. 

Jessel, Q.C., Lopes Q.C., and J. Ingle Joyce, for Messrs. 


regg. : 
elsk. Q.C., and J. 7. Prior, for Mr. Prance. 

Southgate, Q.C., and Freeling, for Mr. Procter. 

Lord Romitiy, M.R., remarked on the fact of the notice 
of motion demanding that Mr. Prance might pay the costs 
of the application, and observed that in every reported case 
where the Court had made a solicitor pay the costs of such 
a proceeding he had been proved to be guilty of misconduct 
in the matter sought to be set aside. Mr. Prance was 
asked to pay the costs of setting aside the attachment, not 
because he had done anything fraudulent or wrong con- 
nected with the attachment, but because he, mary years ago, 
and in other matters, was alleged to have miseonducted 
himself. A more irregular application his Lordship never 
saw, and the motion, so far as it sought that Mr. Prance 
might personally be liable to pay the costs, must be dis- 
missed with costs. 

It was objected that the attachment was bad, because it 
was taken out after notice given by the Messrs. Gregg that 
they had no bill of costs, and no moneys of their client in 
their hands. 
that Mr. Gilbert Procter had no longer authority to act for 
his uncle, and, at all events, they ought to have known that 
their bill was liable to be taxed, even though a special ap- 
plication might become necessary for the purpose. Messrs. 
Gregg had gone intoa great deal of evidence, in ordertojustify 
the course they had taken by showing that Mr.’ Procter was 
incapable of managing his own affairs. But, even if this 
were true, it was not for them to become partisans, but they 
ought to havebeenready at any time to hand over the papers 
and account to his proper representative. The delivery of 
the bill of costs to Mr. Gilbert Procter and the payment of 
the money to him did not exonerate them from the necessity 
of complying with the order. All the objections taken 
against the regularity of the attachment, in_his opinion 
failed. He could not allow a solicitor to say, in resistance 
to the order to tax his bill that he had, since the bill 
and the papers were applied for, delivered both to 
another person, who under an instrument of older 
date had authority from the client to receive and 
settle the bill and the cash account—a fortiori 
when the solicitor was purposely told that the 
client had given authority to another person for both pur- 
poses. It would be for the taxing-master in the first in- 
stance, to determine whether the payment to Mr. Gilbert 
Procter of the balance due to his uncle was a good dis- 





charge to Messrs. Gregg under the circumstances, and as to 
that his Lordship would offer no opinion. The present ap- 
— was both erroneous and improper—erroneous in 
ringing forward a series of frivolous objections to the at- 
tachment, and improper in making an attack on Mr. 
Prance’s former life and conduct, wholly apart from the 
matter of the attachment. The motion, therefore, would be 
refused with costs; and on the applicants undertaking with- 
out prejudice to their right to appeal to deliver their bill of 
costs within ten days, proceedings under the attachment 
would be stayed until further order. 
Solicitors for Messrs. Gregg, Gregory, Roweliffes, & Rawle. 
Solicitor for Mr. Prance, S. Chidley. 
Solicitor for Mr. Procter, Prance. 


Dec. 13.—Gilliatt v. Gilliatt. 
Sale of Land by Auction Act, 1867—Employinint of puper 
—Reserved price. 

Land was offered for sale by auction, subject to w reserved 
price, but a right to bid was not reserved, 

Held, that the employment of @ person to bid on the seller's 
behalf vitiated the sale. 

This was an adjourned summons. ‘The facts were that 
an estate in Sussex was offered for sale by auction by 
Messrs. Norton, 'Trist, Watney, & Co., under an order of 
the Court, under conditions of sale, the second of which 
stated that the sale was subject to a reserved bidding, which 
had been fixed by the judge to whose court the cause was 
attached ; but no right to bid was reserved on behalf of the 
sellers, who were trustees. The estate was knocked down 
to a Mr. Bridges for £29,000. Mr. Bridges afterwards dis- 
covered that a puffer had been employed on the seller's be- 
half, and, accordingly, took out the present summons to set 
aside the sale. 

The Sales of Land by Auction Act, 1867, section 5, pro- 
vides that the conditions of sale by auction of any land 
shall state whether such land will be sold without reserve, 
or subject to a reserved price, or whether a right to bid is 
reserved. If it is stated that such land will be sold without 
reserve, or to that effect, then it shall not be lawful for the 
seller to employ any person to bid at such sale, or for the 
auctioneer to take knowingly any bidding from any such 
person. 

It was in evidence that one puffer had been employed on 
behalf of the vendors, who bid upon himself, and made in 
all four biddings, but did not bid up to the reserved price. 

Jessel, QC., and Whitehorne, in support of the summons. 

Sir Richard Baggallay, Q.C., and Langworthy, tor the 


' vendors, submitted that the employment of the putter was 


immaterial, inasmuch as he did not bid up to the reserved 
price. Mortimer v. Bell, 14 W. R. 68, was referred to. 
Lord Romitty, M.R.—The meaning of the Act is clear, 


' that in every case of a sale of land by auction the vendor 
y s 


But Messrs. Gregg ought to have inferred | 





must state in the condition of sale whether there is a 
reserved price, and if he mean to employ a puffer, he must 
say that aright to bidis reserved. ‘This has not been done in 
the present case; the sale must therefore be set aside, and 
the deposit returned, with interest at four per cent. 

Solicitors, Bridges & Co.; Young, Maples, Teesdale, & 
Nelson. 
COUNTY COURTS. 

MANCHESTER. 
(Before J. A. Russenz, Q.C., Judge.) 

Dee. 11.—The County Court and Imprisoninent for Debt. 

Mr. Russet, on taking his seat in court, said he felt it 
his duty to make a statement respecting the granting of 
judgment summonses. As the law would, after the Ist of 
January, be materially altered on that subject, he thought 
it right to give public notice of the alteration, and at the 
same time to state the manner in which he intended to 
administer the law which would then come into force. The 
jurisdiction of that court upon judgment summonses had 
hitherto been exercised under the original County Court 
Act, amended by subsequent Acts. He believed that very 
considerable laxity had been allowed in the administration 
of the Act in question. Whether that laxity had gone be- 
yond what the Legislature intended, or not, he was not 
prepared to say, and with regard to the policy of the Act, of 
course he made no observations. His business was to 
administer the law, and not to make any observations as to 
its policy. However, in his view, very great laxity had 
been allowed in the administration of the Act; but finding 
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the system in force when he took his seat in that court as 
judge, he felt bound to administer the law as it had hitherto 
been administered. He endeavoured to some extent to 
modify it, but of course he could not, in justice to the 
suitors of that court, make any radical change. That radical 
change had, however, been made by the Legislature by the 
Debtors Act of 1869, which was passed last session, and 
which, as he had said, would come into force on the Ist 
January next. The provisions of this Act, so far as they 
related to the present subject, were these. [His Honour 
read the first part of section 5 of 82 & 33 Vict. c. 62.] Con- 
trasting the language of that Act with the language of the 
original Act, he had come very strongly to the conclusion 
that whereas, under the original Act it might have been the 
intention of the Legislature that direct proof should not be 
required of the means of the debtor in order to entitle the 
judge to make an order for commitment, by the new Act 
such direct proof was required, and that made, according to 
his mind, a cardinal difference intended to be brought about 
by this statute in comparison with the one which was now 
in force, but which would expire at the end of the year. 
Having, after very mature consideration, come to that con- 
clusion, he had felt it his duty to lay down certain rules for 
the guidance of suitors on this subject, which he would 
mention. He gave notice, therefore, that after the Ist of 
January no order or commitment would be made in that 
Court except under one or other of the three following 
circumstances :— 

Ist. Proof by the oath of some one who can speak of his 

own knowledge as to the defendant’s means; or, 2nd, 
proof by the oath of some one who himself has made per- 
sonal inquiry as to the detendant’s means at the place where 
and of the person by whom the defendant.is employed, or of 
his manager or book-keeper. 3rd. Or by the production on 
oath of books or documents showing what are the defendant’s 
means. 
Now, unless one or other of those conditions was complied 
with, he should in no case grant an order for commitment, 
for unless he acted upon those rules he should not, he be- 
lieved, be interpreting the statute according to its effect, nor 
giving that protection to the defendant which the law, as laid 
down in the new statute, intended. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry J. Sumner Marve, LL.D., late Legal Member 
of the Council of India, has been elected to fill the new Pro- 
fessorship of Jurisprudence in the University of Oxford. 
Mr. Maine was educated at Pembroke College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated B.A, in 1844. His academical career 
had been very distinguished, the following being a list of 
the various honours he carried off:—Chancellor’s English 
Medal, 1842; Brown's Medal, Latin ode. 1842; Cam- 
den Medal, 1842; Craven University Scholarship, 1843; 
and Latin ode and epigram, 1843. He was a senior optime 
in the mathematical tripos of his year (the senior wrangler 
of the year being Mr. Hemming, now of the Chancery mae 
and was likewise senior classic and first Chancellor's Meda 
list. After his degree he became one of the tutors of Trinity 
Hall, and was also appointed Regius Professor of Civil Law. 
He afterwards stndied law at Lincoln’s-inn and the Middle 
Temple. He received the degree of barrister-at-law in Juno, 
1550, and was subsequently appointed Reader on Jurispru- 
dence and the Civil Law to the Hon. Society of the Middle 
Temple. On the death of Mr. William Ritchie, formerly 
Advocate-General of Bengal, in 1862, he was selected to 
succeed that gentleman as Legal Member of the Supreme 
Council of India, and such was the appreciation of his 
eminent services in that capacity, that he was re-appointed 
for 4 second term of office, and returned to India in Feb- 
ruary, 1868. He is succeeded in the Council of India, as 
we announced some months ago, by Mr. Fitzjames Stephen, 
Qc. 

Mr. J. F. Marspew has been appointed to officiate as 
Professor of English Law in the Presidency College, Madras, 
during the absence on leave of Mr. J. H. A. Branson, bar- 
rister-at-law. 


Mr. Feaxcis Witttam Jones, solicitor, of Gloucester, has 
been elected Clerk of the Peace for that city, in the room of 
Mr. Charles Smalbridge, deceased. Mr. Jones is a son of 
Mr. Anthony Gilbert Jones, a solicitor of old standing in 
The town council of that city have fixed the 


Gloucester. 





salary of the new clerk of the peace at £84 per annum, and 
have resolved that he shall account to the Borough Fund 
for all fees payable by virtue of his office in respect of busi- 
ness done at the quarter sessions, and also in respect of the 
Criminal Justice and Juvenile Offenders’ Acts ; retaining 
all other fees for his own benefit. 

Mr. B. Campxett, solicitor, of Warwick, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the County Magistrates of that district, in 
the room of the late Mr. I’. Tibbits. 


Mr. Freperick GreATREX, solicitor, of Stafford, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE JURISDICTION OF THE COUNTY COURTS. 


Sir,—The Judicature Commissioners have very recently 
transmitted to the judges of the county courts a long 
series of questions, and, as many of them involve matters 
of great importance to the due administration of justice, 
it is obviously desirable that they should be fully “ ven- 
tilated ’ in all professional circles. With the view, 
therefore, of attracting towards these queries the largest 
amount of attention, I purpose, with your permission, to 
print them by weekly instalments in your columns, ap- 
pending to those of the greatest interest the answers 
which I consider they ought to receive. The first three 
questions are as follows:— 

“1, Isit in your opinion desirable to increase or lessen the 
jurisdiction of the county courts, and if so, to what extent ? 

‘“©2, Should the limit of jurisdiction bea pecuniary one? If 
so, is there any reason why the limit should be fixed in 
equity, admiralty, and commonlaw proceedings respectively, 
at £500, £300, and £50 ? 

“3, Ought the superior courts to retain a concurrent 
jurisdiction with the county courts, or ought the county 
courts to have exclusive jurisdiction up to any and what 
fixed amount ?” 

No one can read these few lines without perceiving 
that the learned Commissioners are but little satisfied 
with the law as it exists, and there is something almost 
grotesque in their grave demand of a reason, why the 
limit of jurisdiction in the county courts should be fixed 
at a scale ten times higher in equity, and six times higher 
in admiralty, than at common law. But, in fact, this 
question, striking as it is, givesonly a faint and most 
imperfect idea of the anomalies which actually prevail 
in practice. First, let us consider the matter with respect 
to common law proceedings alone. Over all claims 
founded on contract, other than for breach of promise of 
marriage, the county court has original and exclusive juris- 
diction up to £20, and concurrent jurisdiction up to £50 
(see and compare 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 8. 58; 138 & 14 Vict. 
c. 61,8. 1; and 30 & 31 Vict. c, 142, 8. 5), and, under 
certain circumstances, the judges at Westminster may 
transmit to the county courts any action of contract, pro- 
vided the claim does notexceed the latteramount, (See 19 
& 20 Vict. c. 108, 8. 26; and 80 & 31 Vict. c, 142, 8. 7.) 
If the claim, however, be founded on tort, the law is very 
different, for not only is the county court deprived of 
all original jurisdiction over actions for malicious prose- 
cution, libel, slander, and seduction (see 9 & 10 Vict. c. 
95, 8. 58), but in every other action of tort the exclusive 
jurisdiction is limited to £10, being just one-half of the 
sum which forms the limit in actions on contract. (See 
30 & 31 Vict. c. 142, 8,5.) It is true that the original 
concurrent jurisdiction of the county courts ia fixed at 
£50 in actions of tort as well as in actions on contract 
(see 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 4. 58, and 13 & 14 Vict. c. 61, s. 
1); but here comes the astounding distinction between 
the two forms of action; for, while the superior courts 
have no power to send to the county courts any action 
of contract where the claim exceeds £50, they may, in 
certain events, transmit to the inferior, tribunal any ac- 
tion of tort, including those forms of action which can- 
not originally be brought in the county court at all, and 
this too, whatever be the amount sought to be recovered, 
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and however complex the facts or uncertain the law 
may chance to be. (See 30 & 31 Vict. c. 142,8. 10.) I 
myself, under this enactment, have had to dispose of one 
case, where the damage sought to be recovered amounted 
to £1,000, while in another for £700, I had toexamine 
some fifteen or twenty witnesses on either side; and in 
several other cases where the damages were laid for large 
amounts, the matters in dispute involved as difficult 
questions, both of law and of fact, as could well arise in a 
trial at Nisi Prius. 

It certainly, then, is a wondrous law which prohibits 
a tradesman from “ county courting” his refractory cus- 
tomer in the event of his bill exceeding the magic sum 
of £50, and which yet permits a superior judge to send 
for trial in a county court a claim of several hundreds 
or even thousands of pounds, brought, it may be, by a 
man who has been permanently injured by a railway 
collision, or who contends that his character has been 
blasted by a libel or a malicious prosecution. A judge, 
too, whom the Legislature regards as incompetent to 
decide whether a young lady is entitled to a salary of 
£60 as a nursery governess, is supposed, in the eye of the 
law, to have ample faculties for determining whether 
the lady’s father has any right to demand £1,000 on a 
legal quibble of loss of service in the event of his daugh- 
ter’s seduction. 

Next, if we turn to the contrast afforded by the £500, 
and the £300 to which the learned Commissioners have 
drawn attention as being the respective limits of county 
conrt jurisdiction in equity and admiralty proceedings, 
we shall find that this contrast is far less remarkable than 
it might have been made, if all the real facts had been 
brought under notice. No doubt, it is difficult to imagine 
that any sensible reason could be given for the selection 
of these two widely different figures, and the case be- 
comes the more hopeless when the £50 limit in most 
cases of commou law is also brought into the comparison. 
Still, these wnomalies shrink into insignificance when 
placed side by side with what I am now going to mention, 
and that is, that while in equity every suitor, up to £500, 
has the option of having recourse either to the superior 
or to the inferior court, the jurisdiction of the county court 
being simply concurrent—at least, so far as the statute 
law is concerned (see 28 & 29 Vict. c. 99, and Simons 
v. McAdam, L. R, 6 Eq. 324, per Malins, V.C.)—in 
admiralty proceedings that jurisdiction, when it exist at 
all, is rendered practically eaclusive by the Act 
itself. (See 31 & 82 Vict. c. 71, s 6.) The 
suitor indeed may proceed in the High Court of 
Admiralty, but only at the imminent risk of losing all 
costs, if he does not recover a sum exceeding the amount 
to which the county court jurisdiction is limited. The 
real contrast, therefore, as between proceedings in ad- 
miralty and at common law is measured by the respec- 
tive figures of £1,000, £300, and £150, in the one case, 
and £20 or £10 in the other. I have given the three 
sums of £1,000, £300, and £150, because it is not 
Strictly accurate to state, with the learned Commissioners, 
that £300 is the limit in admiralty jurisdiction. That is 
the sum named in the statute when the claim is for 
damage to cargo, or for damage by collision, but for 
some inscrutable cause, the limit is fixed at £150, if 
the claim be for towage, necessaries, or wages, while a 
claim for salvage must be brought in the county court, 
if either the amount claimed does not exceed £300, or 
the value of the property saved does not exceed £1,000. 
What renders this enactment the less defensible is, that in 
several of the instances mentioned in the Act, as for 
example, in cases of collision, the complainant has the op- 
tion of proceeding either at common law or under the 
maritime law. If he adopts the former course he can- 
not sue in the county court should the claim exceed £50, 
but if the latter, he must sue there unless his claim 

exceeds £300, The judge who is deemed incompetent 
to try the question on the one side of his court, is con- 
sidered the only competent judge to try it on the other 
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| To complete the picture of county court jurisdiction 


it is only necessary to mention what seems to have es- 
caped the notice of the Commissioners, that under Sir 
Robert Collier’s Act of last session the county courts, ex- 
cept in the metropolis, have exclusive and unlimited juris- 
diction in bankruptcy, within their respective districts 
(see 82 & 33 Vict. c. 77, s. 59); and that while litigants 
may, by a written memorandum, confer jurisdiction to 
any extent on a county court judge, provided the pro- 
ceedings be governed by the common and maritime law 
(see 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 23, and 31 & 32 Vict. c. 71, 
s. 3, r. 4), no such powers are intrusted to disputants 
where the controversy must be governed by equity. 

In my next letter I shall attempt to point out what 
remedies should be applied to this discreditable state of 
the law; and, in the meanwhile, hoping that what I have 
here written may bear fruit by attracting attention to 
the subject, 

I remain, yours faithfully, 
A METROPOLITAN CouNTY CouRT JUDGE. 





THe Mippie Tempie Lisrary. 

Sir,—May I be permitted, through your columns, to 
call attention to an abuse which seeems to me to call for 
redress. I am abarrister belonging to the Middle Temple, 
and as such occasionally make use of the library belong- 
ing to that Inn. I had occasion the other day to ask for 
‘*Cole on Ejectment,” and was informed that one of the 
benchers had it out of the library. This is really, in my 
humble judgment, too bad. A rare work, or one which 
does not usually form part of a private library, perhaps, a 
bencher ought to be entitled to take away; but an ordinary 
and well-known manual or text-book a man of a bencher’s 
position at the Bar ought to have in his own library. It is 
obvious that a young man starting in the profession may 
not be able to afford to get all the best treatises on a given 
subject, and may fairly have occasion to supplement his 
scanty library by recourse to the general library of the 
Inn. But it seems to me conduct that can only be 
characterized as ‘‘shabby” on the part of a bencher to 
take away text-books from the library, and so prevent their 
use by those who may be excused for not possessing them, 
because he is too stingy to buy the latest editions for 
himself. If he wishes to spare his pocket he should not be 
above coming to the library and taking his chance with the 
other members of the Inn. But the custom which entitles 
benchers to take out books savours only too much of their 
general tendency to luok on themselves as a body existing 
and holding revenues and profits principally for their own 
benefit, and not in a fiduciary character for the purposes of 
a great public trust. A Mippie TEMPLAR. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. N. BASEVI. 

The death of Mr. Nathaniel Basevi, barrister-at-law, took 
place at Torquay on the 9th December, in the seventy- 
seventh year of his age. The late Mr. Basevi was educated 
at Balliol College, Oxford, and was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in March, 1819. He formerly practised as a 
conveyancer, but for some years past he had relinquished 
the duties of his profession. 

MR. J. R. ROSE, 

We have to record the death of Mr. John Randolph 
Rose, of Stoke-upon-Trent, who had for about thirty years 
filled the office of Chief Clerk in the Stipendiary Magis- 
trate’s Court of the Potteries district. Mr. Rose expired on 
the 7th of December, at Ventnor, in the Isle of Wight, 
whither he had gone for the benetit of his health. In 1839, 
on the passing of the Potteries’ Stipendiary Justice Act, 
Mr. ‘I’. B, Rose, brother of the deceased gentleman, was 
appointed the first magistrate of the new district, and Mr. 
J. R. Rose received the appointment of Chief Clerk in August 
of the same year, ‘The clerk's salary was originally £250 a 
yoar, but in consequence of his increasing duties it was 
eventually raised to £350 per annum, Mr, J. EB. Davis, the 
present stipendiary magistrate, re-appointed Mr. Rose to the 
chief-clerkship on his accession to the office. On the day 





side, 


following Mr. Rose’s death, Mr. Davis, at the Longton 
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Police Court, made a feciing allusion to the deceased 
gentleman, and paid a tribute to his unfailing courtesy 
and even temper. Mr. D. 8S. Sutton, solicitor, said he most 
cordially endorsed the remarks which Mr. Davis had so 
feelingly made. Asa practitioner in the Potteries’ Courts 
for fifteen years, and having had acquaintance with Mr. 
Rose from the time of his taking office, he had much plea- 
sure in testifying tothe unvarying kindness and ability of 
Mr. Rose, which was acknowledged and appreciated by 
every member of the profession practising in the courts. 
Mr. Rose was also clerk to several bodies of county magis- 
trates in the district. 





MR.GEORGE LAWTON. 

The career of this venerable gentleman, a proctor of the 
ecclesiastical courts of York, deserves more than a passing 
notice at our hands. Mr. Lawton expired at Nunthorpe, 
on the first of December, having attained the mature age 
of ninety years. As a member of the York ecclesiastical 
courts, he had served under five successive archbishops— 
Markham, Harcourt, Musgrave, Longley, and Thompson— 
and had probably been engaged in most of the ecclesias- 
tical causes decided within that province during the pre- 
sent century. Mr, Lawton was the author of several 
works bearing on his branch of the legal profession. In 
1823 he wrote and published, “ The Marriage Act, arranged 
with Notes,” a second edition appearing in the followiug 
year. He was also the author of “A Treatise on Bona 
Notabilia, with an Account of the Archiepiscopal Courts of 
Probate within the Province of York, and of the Peculiar 
Courts of Probate,” which appeared in 1825; and in 1853 
he wrote an account of the Religious Houses of Yorkshire. 
His greatest work, however, was entitled ‘ Collectio Rerum 
Ecclesiasticarum de Diocwsi Eboracensi,” a work of great 
industry and research, and of which the then Archbishop 
(Howley) of Canterbury, wrote in the highest terms. 
For nearly thirty years past it has been a standard work of 
reference with respect to the churches and chapels in the 
dioceses of York and Ripon. In his earlier years Mr. 
Lawton was an active supporter of the religious societies of 
York, and was one of the oldest members of the Yorkshire 
Philosophical Society, which was mainly brought into 
existence through his exertions. 








THE BREHON LAW OF IRELAND. 

On the 6th ult., Mr. J. B. Falconer, A.B., delivered an 
address on this subject before this Dublin Law Students 
Society. We extract the following :— 

From the Brehon Laws, we are able to form a correct no- 
tion of the state of society in Ireland from a very early 
period to the arrival of the first Norman settlers in the 
country. ‘The state of society was patriarchal, and chiefly 
pastoral. ‘lhe feeling of the unity of the family or tribe was 
paramount, and the interests of the individual were still in 
abeyance. We have no reason, however, to suspect that the 
power of the head of the family in Ireland ever rose to such 
a pitch as the l’atria Potestas of the Romans. ‘The Irish 
rather resembled the Israelites of old in their institutions. 
By what may by analogy be called the common law of our 
Celtic forefathers, the land belonging to each sept was 
divided into common pasture lands, common tillage lands, 
private demesne lands, and the demesne lands of the 
tribe. Each member of the sept had the right of pasture 
for his cattle upon the common pasture lands. ‘The share he 
received of the common tillage lands depended upon the 
number of cattle he possessed. Perhaps the strangest of 
their institutions to modern cyes is this fact, that annually 
the common tillage lands were redistributed, by hotch-potch, 
as it was called, to each member of the sept, in proportion 
to the number of his cattle.* This peculiarity, however, 
will be intelligible if we recollect that the members of the 
tribe were all presumably of one family, that the interests 
of the tribe were considered paramount, those of the ordinary 
individual member quite subordinate. ‘The demesne lands of 
the tribe were assigned for the support of the chief, the chief- 
elect of Tanist, the Brehons or judges, and the bards and 
doctors. The sept at large then possessed the indefeasible 
property in all the lands occupied by it, or as is technically 
called, the allodial property. Nor were they liable to be 


* This is somewhat analogous to the re-distribution of Lammas 
lands or Dole meads, as they are variously called, which takes 
place in some localities in England.—Kd. 8. J. 





ejected from their lands, for the chief took as his tribute on} 
a tithe of the increase of the cattle, which he was bounj 
himself to levy at certain seasons. In the demesne lands of 
the tribe, however, the chief, the Tuanist, the 
Brehon, the bard, and the doctor, had life interests, 
of which the reversion lay to their successors, who 
were usually members’ of their own family, 
The chief was usually elected before the death of his prede. 
cessor, and usually belonged to the same family. The rulg 
was that the eldest of the candidates, if not incapacitated by 
age, should have the preference, the brother being com. 
mouly chosen instead of the son, and the son rather thay 
the nephew. His revenue arose from the tithe of the ip. 
crease of the flocks, and from the proceeds of his demesne 
lands. He had also certain rights of entertainment for 
himself and household, at stated times, in the houses of hig 
tenants. These rights were someties commuted for ay 
equivalent in tribute, but enough was claimed to bring into 
disrepute these great Irish exactions as they were called, of 
Coyne, Livery, and Bonaght. The land owners below the 
rank of chieftain held their lands by a peculiar tenure. Qn 
the decease of a proprietor, instead of an equal partition 
among his children, as in the gavelkind of English law, the 
chief of the sept, according to the generally received ex. 
planation, made, or was entitled to make, a fresh division of 
all the lands within his district, allotting to the heirs of the 
deceased a portion of the integral territory along with the 
other members of the tribe. As to what we may call the 
statute law of the old Irish nation, it is not certain whether 
the enactments were decreed by a general assembly, or by 
the local chiefs independently. The manuscripts which we 
have of them profess to be bat transcripts and collections, 
and continually refer to similar compilations of older date, 
The law relating to crimes was similar to that in use 
amongst other ancient nations; it was indeed an improve. 
ment on that law which commanded that an eye should be 
given for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth. It is not disputed 
that the lex talionis did at one time time hold in Iveland, 
but we are informed that Feidhlimedh Reachtonhar, sur. 
named the Law Giver, in the second century, altered that 
into a system of punishment by fine. Certain heinous 
crimes, such as murder, still remained punishable by death, 
as they are even now. Lesser offences, however, were 
punished by the Brehon laws, with fines strictly propor- 
tioned to their enormity. This fine was called an erie, and 
the same term was used for rents, &c. ‘l'hese fines, as I have 
said, varied in proportion to the offence, but in Lreland, they 
also increased in proportion to the rank of the wrong-doer. 
We have, unfortunately, no means of ascertaining exactly 
when these Brehon Laws were first established in Iveland, 
but it is conjectured from internal evidence that they were 
in use at least so early as 100 B.C. ; the version however of 
them which we possess is not nearly so old. The date of 
the institution of the Seanchas Mor, to which I have refer- 
red, is settled at 440 A.D. It is certain, however, that the 
code of Brehon Laws in use since the beginning of the fifth 
century was revised by Saint Patrick, to whom, theretore, 
we owe our gratitude, as well for introducing the blessing 
of Christianity into this island, as for improving its laws. 
Concerning this revisal we are told that * whatever did not 
clash with the Word of God, in the written law, and in the 
New Testament, and in the consciences of men, was con- 
firmed in the laws of the Brehons by Patrick.” It is ree 
markable that a similar purification of the Roman civil law 
had taken place shortly before under Theodosius, Emperor 
of the East, and Valentinian, Emperor of the West. St. 
Augustine Is said to have performed the same service, about 
597 A.D. for the Saxon laws, in the reign of King thel- 
bert, when his tribe became Christians. ‘These Brehon 
Laws were nominally supplanted by the Feudal Laws, in 
1172, when some of the Irish chieftains and the Norman 
settlers took the oath of allegiance to Henry EL., and agreed 
to hold their lands of him by feudal tenure, It was not 
likely, however, that a code of laws which had penetrated 
the whole social system of a country, and to which the 
natives were attached, could be removed from its supremacy 
over their minds and actions by the mere desire of a foreign 
king, especially as the power of the latter was never suflici- 
ently strong in the country to uphold his own authority, 
even over his born subjects ; so we find for many centuries 
there was a continual collision between the two systems. 
Within the Pale tho feudal system obtained, beyond it 
the Brehon laws; while on the borders the unfortunate in- 
habitants suffered from the worst features of both. Into 
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the history of this conflict I shall not enter, for obvious 
reasons ; suffice it to say, that down to the seyenteenth 
century statutes innumerable were passed in vain to compel 
obedience to the English laws. By some of these a practical 
illustration of the doctrine of ‘ killing no murder ’’ was 
given. As Henry II. had stipulated with the inhabit- 
ants of this country to allow them to use their own laws 
the Irish were consequently held to be beyond the pale of 
justice; they were regarded as aliens, at the best, sometimes 
as enemies, by the English courts ; so that it was not deemed 
felony to kill one of the Irish race, unless he had conformed 
to the English law. Five septs to which the royal families 
ef Ireland belonged—the O’Neals, O’Connors, O’Briens, 
O’Mologhlins, and MacMurroughs—however, had the 
special immunity of being within the protection of the 
law, and it was felony to kill one of them. We find in 
Hallam that these slight inconveniences were so much felt, 
that in 1278 some small number of septs dwelling among 
the Norman colony applied to be admitted to live by their 
law, and offered 8,000 marks for the favour. The letter of 
Edward I. to the justiciary in Ireland on this is charac- 
teristic of his wisdom and his rapaciousness. He is satisfied 
of the expediency of granting the request, provided it can 
be done with the consent of the prelates and nobles in 
Treland, and directs the justiciary, if he can obtain that con- 
currence, to agree with the petitioners for the highest fine he 
can obtain, and for a body of good and stout soldiers. But 
this consent of the aristocracy was withheld. Excuses 
were made to evade the king’s desire. It was wholly incom- 
patible with their systematic encroachments on their lrish 
neighbours to give them the safeguard of the king’s writ 
for their possessions. The Irish renewed their application 
more than once, both to Edward I and Edward III. They 
found the same readiness in the English court ; they sank at 
home through the same unconquerable oligarchy. On the 
other hand we find that the Norman barons who had been 
longest in Ireland, and who had most communication with 
the Irish, cast off their old associations, and adopted the 
laws and customs of Ireland. They, in fact, acted so that 
they were said to be more Irish than the Irish themselves, 
and were styled by the uncomplimentary name of “‘de- 
generate English.” We are told they intermarried with 
the Irish; they connected themselves with them by the 
national custom of fostering, which formed an artificial re- 
lationship of the strongest nature; they spoke the Irish 


language; they administered Irish laws; they became | 


chieftains rather than peers: and neither regarded the 
king’s summons to his Parliament, nor paid any obedience 
to his judges. ‘To prevent this conformity to the Irish 
people many laws were passed, the most celebrated of 
which is the Statute of Kilkenny. Not a vestige of 
these Brehon laws remains now in the system in 
force in Ireland, but I think it will be apparent that a 
diligent study of them will explain many seemingly incom- 
prehensible facts in the state of our country. No system 
of laws could hold sway over a nation for sixteen hundred 
years without leaving its traces on the memories of that 
nation for generations after it had ceased to be employed. 
This was especially likely to be the case with a people such 
as the Irish, who were debarred from much communication 
with the outer world, and, thus thrown back on their na- 
tional traditions, became from their misfortunes naturally 
laudatores temporis acti. As I have already said, the main 
distinctive feature of the Brehon laws was the fact that the 
land was held to be possessed by the tribe in common, and 
not by separate individual proprictors. It was this cireum- 
stance of the right to the land which was the direst cause 
of war between the Irish people and the Norman and 
English colonists. It is this question which still disturbs 
the well-being of the country. 





COURT PAPERS. 








CHANCERY NOTICE, 

During tho Christmas Vacation, all applications to the 
Court of Chancery, which are of an urgent nature, are to be 
made to or at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
William Millbourno James. 

All applications ex parte are to be sent to the Vice-Chan.- 
ccllor James, by book post or parcel, prepaid, accompanied 
with the brief of counsel, indorsed with the terms of the 
order applied for, and an envelope capable of receiving the 
papers to be returned, with suflicient stamps affixed there- 





on, and addressed as follows :—“ To the Registrar in Vaca- 
_ Chancery Registrar’s Office, Chancery-lane, London, 

Av 

On applications for injunctions or writs of Ne ereat regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affi- 
davits in support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor, with any order 
his Honour may make thereon, will be returned direct to 
the registrar. 

All applications for leave to give notice of motion only 
may be made to the chief clerk at chambers. 

The Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained on 
application at his Honour’s cham bers, 11, New-square, Lin- 
coln’s-inn. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor James will be open 
on the 24th, 28th, 29th, 30th, and 31st Dec. 1869, and the 
4th, 5th, and 6th Jan. 1870, from eleven to one o’clock. 





LIST OF SESSIONS OF THE PEACE. 
MpLEsex. —1870. 
(At the Sessions House, Clerkenwell, unless otherwise 
specified. ) 

January Quarter Session (criminal business), Monday, 
Jan. 3; county day, Thursday, Jan. 13. 

January Adjourned Quarter Session (criminal business), 
Monday, Jan. 17; appeal day, Saturday, Jan. 29 (at the 
Guildhall, Westminster). 

January General Session (criminal business), Monday, 
Jan. 31. 

February General Session (criminal business), Monday, 
Feb. 14; county day, Thursday, Feb. 24. 

February Adjourned General Session (criminal business), 
Monday, Feb. 28. 

March General Session (criminal business), Monday, 
March 14. : 

March Adjourned General Session (criminal business), 
Monday, March 28. 

April Quarter Session (criminal business), Monday, April 
11. 

April Adjourned Quarter Session (criminal business), 
Monday, April 25; county day, Thursday, April 28 ; appeal 
day (public-house licences), Friday, April 29; general 
appeal day, Saturday, April 30 (at the Guildhall, West- 
minster). 

May General Session (criminal business), Monday, May 9. 
May Adjourned General Session (criminal business), Mon- 
day, May 23; county day, Thursday, May 26. 

June General Session (criminal business), Monday, 
June 6, 

June Adjourned General Session (criminal business), 
Monday, June 20. 

July Quarter Session (criminal business), Monday, July 
4; county day, Thursday, July 14. 

July Adjourned Quarter Session (criminal business), 
Monday, July 18; appeal day, Saturday, July 30 (at the 
Guildhall, Westminster). 

August First General Session (criminal business), Mon- 
day, Aug. 1. 

August Second General Session (criminal business), Mon- 
day, Aug. 15 ; county day, Thursday, Aug. 26. 

August Adjourned General Session (criminal business), 
Monday, Aug. 29. 

September General Session (criminal business), Monday, 
Sept. 12. 

September Adjourned General Session (criminal business), 
Monday, Sept. 26. 

October Quarter Session (criminal business), Monday, 
Oct. 10; applications for licences for music and dancing, 
Thursday, Oct. 13; county day, Thursday, Oct. 20. 

October Adjourned Quarter Session (criminal business), 
Monday, Oct. 24; appeal day, Saturday, Oct. 29 (at the 
Guildhall, Westminster). 

November General Session (criminal business), Monday, 
Nov. 7. 

November Adjourned General Session (criminal business), 
Monday, Nov. 21; county day, Thursday, Nov, 24. 

December General Session (criminal business), Monday, 
Dee. 4. 

December Adjourned General Session (criminal business), 
Monday, Dee. 19. 

Witiiam Francis, Deputy Clerk of the Peace. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, Dec. 17, 1869. 

{From the Official List of the actual business transacted. | 
8 per Cent. Consols, 923 Annuities, April, 85, 11 15- 16 
Ditto for Account, Jan. 6, 92} Do. (Red Sea _ ) Aug, 1908 
3 per Cent. uced 923 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 2 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 924 Ditto, £500, Do -2 pm 
Do. 33 per Cent., Jan. 794 Nitto, £100 & £200, —2 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 76 Bank of England Stock, 4$ per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last balf-vear) 238 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 213 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C.,Jan.’72 105% 


Ditto for Account | Ditto, 54perCent.,May,’79 1103 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, 80 1113 xd) Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — | _ April,’64— 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 100$xd) Do. Do.,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 1044 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 25 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.913| Ditto, ditto, under £1000,’ 25 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 































‘Shres. tailways. Paid, |Closing prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......cccccccesseessessecssene, 100 73 
StOCK Caledonian....sescorcereecceees eres . 100 79 
#tock Glasgow and South-Western .., 100 105 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ,, 100 373 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 coos, 100 | 7 
Stock-} Great NOrthern ...ccoccocceccccrocsecsscsesseree, 100 110 
tock D0., A SEOCK® ....cerccccoccsccecsecsecccccosee| 100 1094 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 98 
Stock | Great Western—Uriginal .......... eonsccenesa| UOO 55% 
Stock; Do.,West Midland—Oxford, eee} 100 35 
Stock D0.,d0.—NE@WPOFk ..cccocsecee reece . 100 33 
stock; Lancashire and Yorkshire ............ 100 127 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast....... 100 473 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover............++ 100 15g 
Stock , Loadon and North-Western... «| 100 (22 
Stock _ L»ndonand South-Western .,..... - 100 94 
Stock’ Manchester,Shetfield,and Lincoln.......... 100 53 
Stock | Metropolitan.......c.sereeseescessvesevees 108 84 
Day RE ain sesscasssncsnsocsssonceecins 100 120 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby . 100 87 
Stock | North British .......ccccscrees Riese . 100 35 
Stock} North London ..... 100 120 
Stock North Staffordshire. 100 614 
Stock | South Devon ........ 100 44 
Stock South-Eastern | 100 Ti} 
SOOKE) TRIE VAlO nce ccovssnsossene econecece spanesae aeneeinens 100 156 





* A receives no dividend until6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Money Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The markets are all dull and can hardly be expected to rally 
between this and the Christmas holidays. Some large sales 
have exercised a depressing influence on the funds, and favour- 
able foreign exchanges coupled with a very fair bullion influx 
failed to re-invigorate them. The railway market alone made a 
decided advance at one period of the week ; it recoiled, however, 
and is now heavy. Foreign securities are, if anything, a trifle 
less dull than other investments, but no reliance can now be 
placed upon their fluctuations. 








Sir Roundell Palmer, Q.C., has been nominated by the Lord 
Chief Justice to be one of the governors of Eton College. 

It is said that the Government have instructed Mr. Godfrey 
Lushington to draft a new Trades Union Bill based on the prin- 
ciples advocated by Mr. Hughes, Q.C 

Mr. Henry Jacob has resigned the office of Clerk to the 
Magistrates of the City of Oxtord, which he had filled for up- 
wards of thirty-four years. Previous to his appointment as 
magistrates’ elerk, Mr. Jacob had discharged the duty of chief 
clerk to Mr. Roberson, Town Clerk of Oxford, so that his 
official career has extended over a period of nearly half-a-century. 
The appointment of Mr. Jacob's successors rests with the magis- 
trates of the city of Oxford. 


The appointment of Chief Clerk to the Stipendiary Magis- 
trate of the Potteries district, in Staffordshire, has become 
vacant by the death of Mr. J. KR. Rose, who filled the office for 
a period of thirty years. The nomination of Mr. Rose’s suc- 
cessor rests with Mr. Davis, the stipendiary magistrate, subject 
to the sanction of the stipendiary commissioners, ‘The chief 
clerk is required by the “ Potteries Stipendiary Justice Act ”’ 
of 1839, to attend the magisterial courts personally, and not by 
deputy, substitute, or proxy, except in the case of illness or other 


like causes. He is not allowed to practise as a solicitor or 
attorney, nor as clerk to a solicitor or attorney, nor as clerk to 
any Board of Guardians. 


Dec. 18, 1869, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATGS. 


BIRTHS. 
BOWLBY—On Dec. 15, at Ryde, Isle of Wight, the wife of Edward Salvia 
Bowlby, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. f 
BUBB—On Dee, 14, the wife of Mr. W. H. Bubb, Solicitor, Cheltenham, 


of a son. 
HARCOURT—On Dee. 10, at Lorano, Clapham-park, the wife of Clareneg 
Harcourt, of a daughter. - 
STRINGER—On Dec. 15, at The Elms, New Romney, Kent, the wife 
of Henry Stringer, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 
STEPHENSON—COYNE—On Dec. 14, at St. Paul’s, Avenue-road, 
Hampstead, John Stephenson, Barrister-at-Law, to Margaret, eldest 
daughter of the late Joseph Stirling Coyne. 
DEATHS. 
BASEVI—On Dec. 9, at San Remo, Torquay, Nathaniel Basevi, Isq , 
Barrister-at-Law, aged 77. ; 
DRISCOLL—On Oct. 28, at Montreal, Henry Peard Driscoll, Esq., Q.¢., 
in his 78th year. ; 
SHUGAR—On vee. 10, at his residence, 56, Montpelier-road, Brighton, 
George Shugar, Solicitor, aged 42. 


BREAKFAST.—Epps 8 Cocoa.—GRATEFUL AND CoMFORTING.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour. 
ite. The ‘‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—“ By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills,” 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold only in tin-lined packets, 
labelled—James Errs & Co., Homeopathic Chemists, Loadon.—/ Apvr, 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


CHinding up of Hotnt-Stock Companies. 
Frrpay, Dec. 10, 1869, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Oakerthorpe Iron and Coal Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented Dec 9, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James 
on Dec 18. Sharp & Ullathorne, Field-ct, Gray’s-inn, for Currey & 
Holland, Gt George-st, Westminster, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Royal (Forest of Dean) Mining Company (Limited).—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Dec 30, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Messrs. Higgins & Hall, 3, 
Tything, Worcester. Tuesday, Jan 11, at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Merchants and Tradesman’s Mutual Life Assurance Society.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Dee 8, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor James on Dec 18. Chilton & Co, Chancery-lane, for 
W. & A, F. Morgan, Birm, solicitors for the petitioner. 


TueEspDay, Dec. 14, 1869. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Metropolitan Counties and General Life Assurance and Annuity Loan 
and Investment Society.—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an order 
dated Dec 4, ordered that the above company be wound up. Evans 
& Co, Nicholas: lane, solicitors for the petitioners. ‘ 

Waterford and Passage Railway Company.—Vice-Chancellor Malins has 
fixed Wednesday, Dec 22, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and 
place for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Western Life Assurance Society-—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an 
order dated Dec 4, ordered that the above company be wonnd up. 
Evans & Co, Nicholas-laue, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Hriendlp Sorcteties Missotvev. 
Frivay, Dec. 10, 1869. 
United Friendly Society, Working Men's Club Room, George-st, Chel- 
tenham. Nov 30. 


Crevditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fruipay, Dec. 10, 1869. 

Brown, Frances Matilda, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. Jan 7. Rattey 0 
Hullah, V.C. Stuart, Allen & Son, Carllsle-st, Soho, 

Davies, David, Danyrallt, Carmarthen, Gent. ec 31. Davies v Nicholls, 
V.C. James. Snead, Llanelly. 

Eden, Geo Manning, Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire, Farmer. Jan LI, 
Eden ¢ Eden, V.C. Stuart. Mercer, Uxbridge. 

Farquhar, Thos Newman, Moorgate-st, Solicitor. Jan 7. Farquuar o 
Hadden, V.C. Stuart. Lyne & Holman, Austinfriars, 

Fuller, Nancy, Trafalgar-sq,'l'wickenham, Widow. Jan 1, Christopher- 
son v Fuller, V.C. Malins. Marsh, Billiter-st. 

Johnston, Chas, Multa, Merchant. Next of Kin to send in their claims 
by Jan 7, Re Jolinston, V.C. Stuart. 

Pizzey, Arthur, Kerficid-crescent, Grove-!ane, Camberwell, Gent. Jan6, 
Smith v Raven, V.C. Malins. Willis, Hunter-st, Brunswick-aq. 

Stevenson, Geo, Stockwell-p!, Esq. Jan 21. Stevenson v Stevenson, 
V.C. Stuart. Richards, Warwick-st, Regent-st. 

Templeton, Hester, Belsize-sq, Hampstead, spinster. Jan &. Boldero ? 
Halpin, V.C, Malins. Holt, Charles-st, St James’ s-sq. 

Tuespvay, Dec. 14, 1869, 

Attree, Ann Tourle, Torquay, Devon, Spinster. Jan&, Attree v Attree, 
M.K. Senior & Co, New-inn. 

Benson, Anthony, Troutbeck, Westmorland, Yeoman. Jau 14. Benson 
v Forrest, V.O. James, Mosers & Uo, Kendal. 

Brick, Sam, Bircher, Herefordshire, Gent. Jan 7. Barnes v Barnes, 





M.R. Lianwarne, Hereford, 
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Dee. 





Corazio, Amelia, St James’-rd, Holloway, Widow. Jan 11. Baker v 
Coragio, V.C. Stuart. Nash’ & Co, Suffolk-lane. 

Gratrix, Geo, Manch, Merchant. Jan 11. Sykes v Marsland, M. R. 
Hampson, Manch. 

Knott, Joseph, Portsmouth, Brewer. Jan 10, Knott # Knott, V.C. 
Malins. George, Portsea. a 

Lovett, Giles, Gloucester-rd, South Kensington, Gent. 
stone v Harding, M. R. Bateman, Elm-ct, Temple. 

Tralock, John, Groombridge-rd, South Hackney, Gent. Jan7. London 
General Omnibus Company (Limited) v Gardner, V.C. Malins. Turner, 
Leadenhall-st. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Fripay, Dec. 10, 1869. 
Bedding. Chas, Woolhampton, Berks, Innkeeper. Jan 22. 
Thatcham. 
Berry, Sarah, Ipswich, Suffolk, Skin Collector. Feb1. Gross. 
Robby, Eliz, Clevedon, Somerset, Widow. Jan18, Ray, Bristol. 
Bourne, Wm, Duncan-ter, Islington, Esq. Jan 1. Ingle & Co, Thread- 
needle-st. 
Cole, Thos, Bristol, Potatoe Merchant. Feb 11. Benson & Elletson, 
Bristol. 
Crooke, Bernard, Foulridge, nr Colne, Lancashire, Linen Draper. Jan 
1. Robinson, Settle. 
Crussell, Eliz, Queen Margaret’s-grove, Stoke Newington-green, 
Widow. Feb}. English, Moorgate-st. 
Elten, Wm Jas, Saffi, Morocco, Vice Consul. Feb 28. Hollingsworth 
& Co, East India-avenue. 
Gaffin, Thos, Bessborough-gardens, Pimlico,Sculptor. Feb 1. 
Vincent-sq, Westminster. 
Garland, John, Potternewton. Leeds, Gent. Feb 10. Barr & Co, Leeds. 
Goldsmid, Aaron, Keppel-st, Russell-sq, Esq. Jan20, Venning & Co, 
Tokenhouse-yard. 
Hammond, John, West Witton, York, Gent. Jan 1. Robinson & 
Chapman, Leyburn. 
Hargraves, Henriette Collins, Delamere-ter, Paddington. Jan 10. 
Easton, Clifford’s-inn. 
Higgins, Eliz, Dilwyn, Hereford, Widow. Jan 20. Sale, Leominster. 
Hill, Joseph, Harman-st, Hoxton, Linen Draper. Jan 31. Learogd & 
Learoyd, Broad-st-bldgs. 
Inman, Sophia Charlotte, Busnett-grove, Lavender-hill, Wandsworth- 
rd, Widow. Jan6. Vallance & Vallance, Essex-st, Strand. 
Jacobs, David, Haymarket, Glass Merchant. Jan 30. Lumley & 
Lumley, Old Jewry-chambers 
Lush, Matthew, Ditchampton, Wilts, Gent. Jan 14. Meek & Co, 
Devizes, 
ig va Wm Horatio Nelson, Leeds, Stock Broker. Feb10. Barr & Co, 
eeds. 
Perkins, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Innkeeper. Jan 15. Woods & Demp- 
ster, Brighton. 
— — Croydon, Surrey, Builder. Jani’, Rowland, High-st, 
Croyd 
gullerd, "Matilda, Bristol, Widow. Feb ll. 
Bristol. 
Wilkinson, Jas, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Gent. Feb 12. Vaughan 
& Son, Tiviot Dale, Stockport. 
Tuxspay, Dec, 14, 1869. 
Adams, Fliz, Boileau, Hants, Spinster. Jan 10. Patteson & Cobbold, 
New Bridge-st, Blackfriars. 
Bateman. John Minchin, Bampton, Oxford, Draper. Feb 1. 
& Goddard, Sonth-sq, Gray’s-inn, for Price & Son, Burford, 
Bramall, oo Ashton-under-Lyne, Bookkeeper. Jan 19. Buckley, 
Oldha 
Sane. Fliz, Ashton-under-Lyne, Widow. Jan 3l. Darnton, Ash- 
ton-under-Lyne. 
Cleaver, Sam], Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Gent. Feb1. Lewis & Watson, 
Pudding-lane. Eastcheap. 
Davison. Chas Moore, Chiswell-st, Finsbury, Licensed Victualler. Jan 
15. Child, Paul’s Bakehouse-ct, Doctors’-commons. 
Dawson, Edward, Kendal, Westmoreland, Draper. Jan7. Moser & 
Co, Kendal. 
Dickins, Joseph, Wootton-hil), Northampton, Farmer. Jan1l. Howes, 
Eley, Geo, Tong, Kent, Gent. Jan 31. Lake & Co, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Evenis, Eliz Ann, Haverfordwest, Widow. Jan 10. Davies, Haver- 
fordwest. 
Flinton, John, Scarborough, York, Coal Porter. Deo 31. 
Scarbro. 
Johnson, Susannah, Scandal Magna, York, Widow. Feb15. Ianson 
& Banks, Wakefield. 
Jones, Jas, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Accountant. Jan 17, 
Abergavenny. 
Lichfield, John Peter, Lancaster-rd, Lower Norwood, Gent. Jan 31. 
Roberts, Verulam-bldgs, Gray’s inn, 
Stembedge, Phillis, Crewkerne, Somerset, Spinster. 
Crewkerne, 
Tyson, Mary, Lpool, Widow. Jau 10. Barrell, Lpool. 


Jan ll. Hew- 


Mecey, 


Draper, 


Benson & Elletson, 


Peacock 


Richardson, 
Baker, 
Jan 18, Sparks, 


Meehs registereo pursuant to Bankvuyley Act, 1861. 


Fripay, Dec. 10, 1869. 

Abrahams, Fras, Lowther-arcade, Widow. 
Dec 8 

Alexander, Robt, Saxmundham, Suffolk, Coachbuilder, Nov 3. Asst, 
Reg Dee 7. 

Bennet, John, Agar-st, Strand, Comm Agent. 
Dee 7. 

Buck, Chas Jas, Norwich, Baker. Nov 16. Asst. Reg Deo 7, 

Buckley, Mary, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Widow. 
Asst. Reg Dee 7. 

Chilton, Ricbd, Over, Cheshire, Cordwainer. Nov 19. Comp. Reg 
Dec &. 

Colyer, Hy, a Rochester, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Dee 1. Comp. 
Reg Dec 1 

Cooke, Wee Teaward, Leicester. Grocer. Nov 12, Asst. Reg Deo 9. 

Cotton, Chas, Stratford, Exsex, Gent. Nov 27. Comp, Reg Dec 7 

Cowham, Walter Bilton, Cannock, Stafford, Brick Manufacturer. Nov 
20, Asst. Reg Deo 7 


Oct 28. Comp. Reg 


Nov 3. Comp. Reg 


Oct 12. 





Crocker, Thos Taylor, Bridgewater, Somerset, Boot Maker. Nov 27 * 
Asst. Reg Dec 8. 

Dancer, Danl Thos Chas, Euston-rd, Beer House Keeper. Nov 30. 
Comp. Reg Dec 7. 

Fitzgerald, Geo Bentinck Aylmer, Woolwich, Music Seller. Nov 9 
Comp. Reg Dec 7. 

Foales, Wm, Tavistock-crescent, Bayswater. Nov13. Inspectorship, 
Reg Dec 8. 

Forester, Thos, Hanley, Stafford, Flint Grinder. Nov 19, Comp. 
Reg Dec 7. 

Foster, John, St John’s-pl, Notting-hill, Zinc Plumber. Nov 20. 
Comp. Reg Dec 10. 

Fowle,” Thos, “Maidstone, Kent, General Dealer. Nov 9. Comp. Reg 

iP 





ec 
nz? John Wm, Salford, Lancashire, Grocer. Nov 10. Comp. 

Reg 
Glanville, Hy, Bethnal-green-rd, Pork Butcher. Nov9. Comp. Reg 

De 


Halliday, Geo, Leeds, Coal Merchant. Nov 24. Asst. Reg Dec 9. 

Hartt, W alter Wm, Sheringham, Norfolk, Merchant. Nov 17. Asst. 
eg Dec 10. 

Hindmarch, Wm, Willington, Durham, Innkeeper. Nov 12. 
eg Dec 9. 

Hodgkinson, Jabez, Hulme, Manch, Boot Maker. Nov26. Comp. Reg 


Comp. 


Dec 8. 
Jaap, John, Sheerness, Kent, M.D. Nov13, Comp. Reg Dec 10. 


John, Morgan, Ponterdulais, Glamorgan, Iron Founder. Nov 10. 
Asst. Reg Dec 7. 
Johus, Fredk, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 3. 


Comp. Reg Dec8. 

Katz, Solomon, Lpool, Outfitter. Dec 3. Comp. Reg Dec 7. 

Lawrence, Geo, & Jas Venning, Bramley-rd, Kensington, Brewers. 
Nov 18. Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Lee, Chas, Sheffield, Tobacconist. Nov 22. Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Luddington, John, Lincoln, Hosier. Nov ll. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 

Marks, Jas, jun, Harringay-grove, Hornsey, Provision Merchant. 
Nov 23. Comp. Rew Dec 8. 

McCullough, Thos Hy, Norwich, Grocer. Nov 12. Asst. Reg Dec 9; 

Naylor, Saml, Sheffield, Plumber. Nov 22. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 

Nice, Hanslip, Ckorlton- upon-Med!ock, Manch, Ladies Outfitter. Nov 
11. Comp. Reg Dec y. 

—. Wm, Hyde, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. Nov 29. Comp 
Reg Dec 8. 

Parkinson, Thos, Bradford, York, Coal Merchant. 
Reg Dec 

pews ang _ fe Ryde, Isle of Wight, Poulterer. Nov 16. Asst. Reg 
Dec 9. 


Oct 25. Asst. 


Peete, Hugh, Chipping Campden, Gloucester, Grocer. Nov 29. Comp 
Reg Dec 8. 

Purchase, Thos, Chichester, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Nov 10. 
Comp. Reg Dec 6. 

tands, Geo Lester, Ipswich, Suffolk, Sack Manufacturer. Nov 24. 
Asst. Reg Dec 9. 

Read, Chas, Manea, Cambridge, Farmer. Nov 2. Asst. Reg Dec 9. 

Rising, Wm Chas, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner. Nov 30 
Comp. Reg Dec7. 

Rutter. Mark, Endell-st, Long-acre, Fruit Buyer. Nov 15. Comp, 
Reg Dec 8. 


Sefton, Jas, Worcester, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 18. Comp. Reg 


Dec 10. 

Simson, Geo, Annis-rd, South Hackney, Boxmaker. Decl. Comp. 
Reg Dec 8. 

Small, Wm, Ross, Hereford, Currier. Nov 13. Asst. Reg Dec 9. 


Solomon, Lewis, Nassau-p], Commercial-rd, Clothier. Nov 29. Comp 
Reg Dec 7 

Taylor, Alfa, Newton-ter, Notting-hill, Oilman. Dec 3. Comp. Reg 
Dec 6. 

Thomas, Evan, Dinas, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 27. Comp. Reg Dec 9e 

Wood, John, & Walter Edmund Wood, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Grocers. 
Nov 12. Asst. Reg Dee 8. 

Worsley, Aaron, Bowden, Cheshire, Gent. Nov 8. Comp. Reg Dec 6. 

Tvespay, Dec. 14, 1869, 

Abrams, John, Old Brompton-rd, Brompton, Law Clerk. Nov 20, 
Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Allman, John, Audlem, Cheshire, Builder. Nov 10. Asst. Reg Decll 

Ambrose, Wm, Isaac Fineberg, & David Lazarus, Lpool, Music Hall 
Proprietors. Nov 10. Comp. Reg Dec 11. 

Ambrose, Wm, Lpool, Music Hall Proprietor. Dec 7. Comp. Reg 
Dee 9. 

Armitage, Chas, Huddersfield, York, Ladies’ Outfitter. Nov25. Comp. 
Reg Dec 10. 

Austin, Chas Fredk, Southwick, Durham, Builder. Dec 3. Comp 
Reg Dee 13. 

Barlow, Sam], Reddish, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer. Dee 8. 
Asst. Reg Dec 14, 

Brunner, Wm, Sutderland, Durham, Photographer. Nov 4. Comp. 
Reg Dec 11. 


Bugden, Wm Beale, jun, Wimborne, Dorset, Grocer. Dec 1. Comp. 
Reg Dee 11. 

Byron, Thos, Manningham, York, Cabinet Maker. Nov ll. Comp. 
Reg Dec 10, 

Carruthers, John, Heywood, Lancashire, Tobacconist. Dec 7, Comp. 


Reg Dee 11. 

Chapman, Matthew, Norwich, Butcher, Noy 16. Asst. Reg Dee 13. 

Chatburn, Walker, Hebden Bridge, York, Fustian Manufacturer. Nov 
17. Asst. Reg Dee 13 

Cole, Ebenezer Chas, Ball's Pond-rd, Islington, Oilman. 
Comp. Reg Dee 11, 

Coleman, Jonathan, Shrewsbury, Salop, Hosier. 
Dec 10. 

Collins, Jas, 
Reg Dee 1¢. 

Crockford, Wm, Clifton-ter, High-st, Battersea, Haberdasher. Nov 26. 
Asst. Reg Dee 13. 

Crumpton, Eliz Penney, Westbromwich, 
Comp, Reg Dee 10. 

Culver, John Morris Wm, Cambridge-rd, Mile End, Leather Seller. 
Nov 17. Comp. Reg Dec 11. 


Nov 13. 
Nov 19. Comp. Reg 
Store-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Builder. Dee 9. Comp. 


Stafford, Innkeeper. Dee 6. 
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Darwent, Wm Brushfield, oo Rushworth, Bakewell, Derby, Millers. 
Nov 8. Asst. Reg Dec! 

Ferriman, Thos Fox, Albany-st, Regent’s-park, Stationer. Nov 13. 
Comp. Reg Dec 11. 

Fowles, Edward, jun, Hereford. Nov 17. Comp. Reg Dec 13. 

Fritchley, Sam! Peter, Chorley, Cheshire, Chemist. Nov!7. Asst. 
Dec 11. 

Fryer, Geo Dobson, & Thos Wilson West, Pudsey, York, Grocers. Oct 
20. Asst. Reg Dec 11, 

Gates, Jas Hayden, Clapham, Builder. Novll. Comp. Reg Dec 11. 

Halliwell, Jas Thos, Blackburn, Lancashire, Stationer. Nov 23. Comp. 

Nov 22. Comp. 


Reg 


Reg Dec 10. 

meng daca 
Reg Dec 1 

a, a Gorton, Lancashire, Joiner. Nov 10. Asst. Reg 
Dec 1 

Hicklin, Wm, Walsall. Stafford, Plumber. Nov16. Comp. Reg Dec 13. 

Hndson. John, Bradford, York, Painter. Nov24. Comp. Reg Dec 13. 

Hyatt, Saml Walter, Goodrich-rd, Dulwich, Builder. Nov 20. Comp, 
Reg Dec 13 

Irwin, Richd, “Whitehaver, Cumberland, Grocer. Nov 20. Asst. 
Dec 14. 


Dec 1}. 


Somerset, Upholsterer. 


Reg 

Jefford, Geo, Alexander-rd, Upper Holloway, Builder. Asst. 
Reg Dec 13. 

Johnson, Hy Wm, Strand, Secretary. Nov 24. 

Jones, John Morgan, Swansea, Glamorgan, Hosier, 
Reg Dec 11. 

= - thes John, Wycliffe-ter, Lavender Hill, 

Nov l. Comp. Reg Dec 10. 

Lewis, Richd, Towyn, Merioneth, Chemist. Nov 22. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

Linlaw, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Dec 1. Asst. Reg 
Dec 10. 

Long, Geo, Kingston, Hants, Brewer. Nov 13. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

Lunn, Wm Walls, Birm, Grocer. Novl18. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

Merchant, Emmanuel, Derby, Corn Merchant. Nov 26. Comp. 
Dec 10. 

Marsden, Geo, Folly Hall, nr Huddersfield, York, Yarn Spinner. 
7. Comp. Reg Dec 13. 

a 24) Camillo, Fenchureh-st, Merchant. 
Dec 11. 

Middleton, i Tyddyn Ucha, Denbigh, Farmer. 
Reg Dec 

Mitehell, Soha, Bristol, Beer Retailer, Nov 22, 

Osenton, Geo, Morden, Surrey, Brick Maker. 


Comp. Reg Dec 10. 
Dec 8. Comp. 


Wandsworth rd, Baker. 


Reg 
Dec 
Nov 29. Comp. Reg 
Nov 11. Comp. 


Comp. Reg Dec il. 
Nov 18, Asst. Reg 


Nov 16, 
Asst. 


Dec 14 

Pedder, Wm, Woolmer-green, Hertfordshire, Cattle Dealer. 
Comp. Reg Nov 11. 
Rimell, — Chipping Norton, Oxford, Innkeeper, Dec 2. 
Reg Dec 10. 

Rose, Joun, Rochdale, Lancashire, Fish Dealer. Nov23. Comp. Reg 
Deo |} 

Mn rah ‘Wm Alfd, Guildford-st,Builder. Nov 8. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

—, John Mills, Tenterden, Kent, Farmer. Nov27. Asst. Reg 
Dec 

oar. ‘vm Hy Christopher, Maddox-st, Regent-st, Wine Merchant. 

Nov 30. Comp. Reg Dec 11. 

Sheppey, Caroline, Ipswich, Suffolk, Trimming Seller. 
Reg Dec 13. 

Smith, Richd, Clapham-rd, Cabinet Maker. Nov 22. 

Nov 19, 


Nov 16. Comp. 
Comp. Reg 
Asst. 

Nov 26. 


Dec 10 

Smithson, Thos, Sowerby, York, Horsedealer. 
Dec 13. 

Stevens, Chas Palmer, Beds, 
Comp. Reg Dec 10. 

Stidder, Jas Geo, Belvedere-rd, Lambeth, Engineer. 
Reg Dec 13. 

Sucksmith, Wm, es, Tanner. Nov 17. Asst. Reg Dec 13. 

—* Jesse, Grays, Essex, Barge Builder. Nov 2. Asst, 


Nov 29. 


Reg 


Biggleswade, Surgeon. 


Dec8. Comp. 


Reg 

Warr, ata » Newport, Monmouth, Undertaker. Comp. Reg 
Dec 1 

Willams, Saml, Lewin’s-p], London-rd, Twickenham, Dealer in Toys, 
Dec 6. Comp. Reg Dec 11. 

Williams, Matilda, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 22. Comp. 
Reg Dec 10. 

Wilson, Richd, Leeds, Wine Merchant. Nov 10. Asst. Reg Dec 11. 

Witcombe, Wm, Frome,Somerset, Boot Maker. Nov 10. Cony. 


Dec 11 
BGankrupts. 
Fripay, Dec. 10, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bannister, Josiah, London-wall, Licensed Victualler. 
22 at 2. Beard, Basinghall-st. 
Billinghurst, Hy Havelock, Leadenhall-st, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dec 9. Murray. Dec 20 at12. Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st. 
Bleay, Florentia, Burwood-pl, Edgware-rd, no occupation. Pet Dec 
7. Dec 20 at 11. Gole, Lime-st. 
Bleay, Martha, Burwood-pl, Edgware-rd, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet 
Dec 7. Murray. Dec 20 at 11. Gole, Lime-st. 
Board, Wm, _ Terrace-house, Downes-st, Peckham, 
Dealer. Pet Dec 3. Dec 22 atl. Rigby, Gresham-st. 
Bond, Hy Steplen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 6 (for pau). 
Murray. Dec 21 at 1. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
Bonser, ‘Jas, Commercial-rd, Lambeth, no business, Pet Dec 8. Mur- 
ray. Dec 27 at li. Hicklin & Washington, Trinity-sq, Borough, 
Brown, Edmund John, & John Robt Jones, Hatton-garden, Dealers in 
Twine. Pet Dec 3. Dec 22at2. Fuller, Hatton-garden. 
Brownjohn, Hy Edwd, Upper Parkfield, Putney, out of business. 
Pet Dec 6. Dec 30 atl. Earle, Charles-sq, Hoxton. 
Candler, Jas Fredk, Idonia-st, Deptford, Grocer. Pet Dec 7. Murray. 
Dec 21 at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Clarkson, Jane, Orange-st, Bloomsbury, out of business. Pet Dec 6. 
Pepys. Dec 23 at 2. Deere & Bourne, King’s Arms-yard. 
Cornell, Thos, Castle-st East, Oxford-st, Gilder. Pet Dec 7. 
Dec 20 at 1. Wilding, Titchbourne-st, Edgware-rd. 
Crawford, Jas, Auckland-st, Vauxhall, Flour Factor. Pet Dec6. Dec 
30 atl. Nash, Arlington-st, New North-rd. 


Reg 


Pet Dec 3. Dec 


Hearthstone 


Murray. 





Dabbs, Thos Hy, Prisoner “for ‘Debt, cot Pet Dec 6 (for pau). 
Brougham. Dec 30at1. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden 

Durbin, Geo, Southall-green, Grocer. Pet Dec 7. Dec 30 at 1. Philp, 
Pancras-lane. 

Elliff, Jeremiah, Upper Caterham, Surrey, Builder. Pet Dec 4. Dec 
30 at 11. Wood, Basingha!!-st. 

Fisher, Jas, Sutton, Surrey, Chemist. Pet Dec 6. Dec 23 at 
1, Michael, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st, 
Ford, Wm Edwd, Southampton, Hants, Draper. 

atll. Harrison, Basingball-st. 

Foster, Wm, Peerless-st, City-rd, Cowkeeper. Pet Dec 8. Pepys, 
Dec 30 at 1. Godfrey, Gray’ s-inn. 

Gibbovs, Chas Cockburn, Coleshill-st, Pimlico, Clerk. Pet Dec 4, 
Pepys. Dec 21 at 12, Richardson, Golden-sq. 

Gilby, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 3 (for pau), 
Brougham. Dec 30 at 12. Dunn, “Ludgate-hill. 

Goodwin, Thos, Broadwall, Blackfriars-rd, out of business. 
Murray. Dec2l atl. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Green, Fredk, Chalk Farm-rd, Wine Merchant. Pet Dec7. Murray, 
Dec 21 at 2. Poncione, jun, Raymond -bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Greenham, Thos, Broke-rd, Dalston, Builder. Pet Dec 8. 
Dec 27 at 11. Barton & Drew, Fore-st. 

Hart, Wm, St Paul’s-rd, Bow-common, Licensed Victualler. 

Dec 31 at 11. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Huuson, Thos, Hendon, Middlesex, Plumber. Pet Dec 7. Murray. 
Dec 27 at 11. Evans & Laing, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Johnson, Wm Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 4 (for pan). 
Brougham. Dec 30 at 1. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Lamb, Jas, Walthamstowe, Essex, Licensed Victualler, Pet Dec 6. 
Murray. Dec 20 at 11. May, Princes-st, Spital-sq. 

Maclaurin, Archibald, Southgate- rd, Wood-green, Upholsterer. 
Dec 8. Dec 3lat 11. Mason, Symond’s-inn, Chancery-lane. 

Maidment, Geo, Brook-st, Holborn, Saddler. PetDec6. Dec 30 at 12, 
Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Marks. Fredk Jas, Maidenhead, Berks, Grocer. Pet Dec 8. Murray. 
Dec 20 at 12. Godfrey, Hatton- garden. 

Medlen, Jas Ambrose, & Richd Wm Medlen, Steele’s-ter, Haverstock- 
hill, Hampstead, Grocers. Pet Dec 8. Murray. Dec 27 at ll. God- 
frey, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Mitchell, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 6 (for pau). 
Pepys. Dec 30 at 12. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Moss, Wm, Chancery-lane, Tailor. Pet Dec6. Pepys. 
Sydney, ‘Bishopsgate Within. 

Munnery, Geo, Chapel-st, North Brixton, Beer Ketailer. 
Pepys. Dec 23 at 2. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs. 

Needham, John Edwd, Manton, Rutland, Farmer. Pet Dec 8. Pepys. 
Dec 30 at 2. Wright & Co, London-st, for Law, Stamford. 

Neumark, Alex, Oxford-st, Restaurant Keeper. Pet Dee 8. 
Dec 27 at 11. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Noble, Jas, Lambeth-walk, Hosier. Pet Dec 6. 
Nash, Arlington-st, New North-rd, 

Noel, Augustus Lockhart, Southampton-st, Strand, 
7. Murray. Dec 2! at2. Silvester, Gt Dover-st. 

Norden, Hy, Palmer-st, Tenter-ground, Spitalfields, out of business, 
Pet Dec 6. Dec 30 at 12. Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 

Norris, Edmund, Princes-ter, York-rd, Wandsworth, Mast Maker, 
Pet Dec 8. Dec 31 at lz. Smith, Bedford-row. 

Orford, Hy, Haddington-ter, Greenwich, Timber Merchant. Pet Dec 
2. Dec 22 at 12. Kersey, Adelaid bers, Gr. ch-st. 

Parker, Chas, & John Amiss, Old Ford-row, Bow, Chemists. Pet Dec 
6. Pepys. Dec 23 at2. Flux & Leadbitter, Leadenhall-st. 

Phillips, Geo, sen, Ickenham, Middlesex, out of business. Pet Dec®. 
Pepys. Dec 30 at2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Powles, Andrew, St Mark’s-rd, Kingston, Draper's Assistant. Pet Dec 
6. Dec 30at12. Kerby, London- wall. 

Prince, John Jas, King-st| West. Hammersmith, Provision Dealer, 
Pet Dec6. Murray. Dec 2lat 12. Few & Cole, High-st, South- 
wark. 

Putt, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 6 (for pau). Murray. 
Dec 21 at 1. Lawrance, Lincoln’ s-iun-fields, 

Rackett, Wm Hy, Melbourne-ter, Dulwich-rd, Penge, Builder. Pet 
Dec 6. Murray. Dec 21] atl. Nind, Basinghall-st, 

Riddell, Wm Moore, Crosby- hall-chambers, Bishopsgate-st, Adver- 
tising Agent. Pet Dec 6. Pepys. Dec2lat2. Wickens, Pal- 
merston-bldgs, Old Broad-st. 

Russell, hos Sheppard, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 4 (for 
pau). Murray. Dec 21 at 12. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Sawyer, Joseph, Borough-market, Fruit Salesman. PetDec7. Mur- 
ray. Dec 27at 12. Haigh, jun, King-st, Cheapside. 

Spicer, Francis, Irthlingboruugh, Northamptonshire, Harness Maker. 
Pet Dec8. Dec3iatl2. Roscoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury-sq ; 
Cook, Wellingborough. 

Stokes, Joiner, Kingsdowa-rd, Holloway, out of business. Pet Dec 7. 

Pet Dec 


Dec 30 at 1. Steadman, London-wall. 
Summers, Jolin Swan, South-p!l, High-st, Sydenham, Dyer. 
6. Murray. Dec 2i atl. Briant, Winchester-house, Old Broad-st. 
Ward, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 3 (for pau). Mur- 
ray. Dec 21 atl. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
Wood, Jus Augustus, Darnley-crescent, Darnley-rd, South Hackney, 
Hat Manufacturer. Pet Dec 6. Pepys. Dec 2i at 2. Angell, 
Guildhall-yard. 


Pepys. 


Pet Dec7. Dec 31 


Pet Dec 6. 


Murray, 
Pet Dec 


Pet 


Dec 21 at 2, 
Pet Dec 6. 


Murray. 
Murray. Dec 21 atl. 


Waiter. Pet Dec 








To Surrender in the Country. 

Backhouse, Joseph, Gainford, Durham, out of business. Pet Dee 7. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 22 at 12. Hoyle & Co, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Barratt, Edwin, Everton, Lancashire, Grocer. Pet Dec 6 
Lpool, Dec 21 at 3.30. Ponton, Lpool. 

Bland, Hy, Luton, Bedford, Engineer. Pet Dec 1. 

Dec 20 at 4, Neve, Luton. 
Pet Dec 7. 
Pet Dec 4. Brooks. 


Hime. 


Austin. Luton, 


Bothwell, Jas, Halifax, Yorkshire, Cork Cutter. Rankin. 
Halifax, Dec 24 at 10. Leeming, Halifax. 

Bradley, Torkington, Hyde, Cheshire, Beerseller. 
Hyde, Dec 29 at 11, Hibbert, Hyde. 

Braires, Robt, Lpool, Sugar Boiler. Pet Dec 1. 
20 at 2. Nordon, Lpool. 

Bridger, Thos, & Robt Jas Corden, Nottingham, Licensed Victuallers. 
Pet Dec9, Tudor. Birm, Dec 2] at ll. Belk, Nottingham. 


Hime. Lpool, Dec 
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Briggs, Wm, Rochdale, Lancashire, Music Seller. Pet Dec7. Fardell. 
alanch, Dec 2) at 12. Ashworth, Rochdale; sale & Co, Mauch. 

Brown, Hy, Walton, Leicestershire, Farmer. Pet Dec8. Hill. Birm, 
Dec 22 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
Browning, Albert, Bawdrip, Somersetshire, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 8. 
Lovivond Bridgwater, Dec 29 at 10. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater. 
Bushby, Christopher, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Journeyman Black- 
smith. Pet Dec 8. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Dec 22 at 1.15. Dob- 
xon, Middlesbrough. 

Chadwick, John, jun, Weaverthorpe, York, Farmer. 
22 at 12. Richardson, Bridlington. 

Chambers. John, Manch, Tailor. Pet Dec 2. Kay. Manch, Jan 12 at 
9.30. Ellithorne, Manch. 

Chapman, Arscott, Kirm, Tobacconist. Pet Dec 8. 
Jan7at10. Powell, Birm. 

Chatterway, Thos, Atherstone, Warwick, Grocer. Pet Dec 8. 
Birm, Dee v2 at 12. Stubbs & Fowke, Birm. 

Clare, Geo, Brighton, Sussex, Furniture Broker. Pet Dec 6. Ever- 
shed, Brighton, Dec 23 at 11. Raunnacles, Brighton. 

Clarke, Michael, Sunderland, Durham, Butcher. Pet Dec 4. Ellis. 
Sunderland, Dec 22 at 11. Graham, Sunderland. 

Cockerell, Jas Chas, Brighton, Sussex. out of business. Pet Dec 6 
(for pan). Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12, 

Collins, Geo Thompson, Navenby, Lincoln, Grocer, Pet Dec 6. Up- 


Pet Dec 16. Dec 


Guest. Birm, 


Hill. 


pleby. Lincoln, Dec 21 at 11. Harrison, Lincoln. 

Comarn, Joseph, Manch, Restaurant Keeper. Pet Dec 7. Fardell. 
Munch, Dec 20 at 12. Brandwood, Manch. 

Creese. Hy, Chepstow, Monmouth, Retailer of Ale. Pet Dec 6. 
Roberts. Chepstow, Dec 22 at 1.45. Dawson, Chepstow. 

Daniels, Benj, Norwich, Butcher. Pet Dec 8. Palmer. Norwich 
pec 23 at 11. Sadd, Norwich. 

Davies, David, Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Victualler. Pet. Rees. 


Aberdare, Dec 21 at 11. Beddoe, Aberdare. 

Davis, Joel, Lewes, Sussex, Monetary Agent. Pet Dec 6 (for pau). 
Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Dawson, John, Preston, Lancashire, Billiard Room Keeper. Pet Dec 2. 
Myres. Preston, Dec 22 at 10. Forshaw, Preston. 

Denton, Edwin, Karlsheaton, York, Greengrocer. Pet Dec 6. Nelson. 
Dewsbury, Dec 23 at 12. Scholes & Brearey, Dewsbury. 

Dimmack, Matthias, Bilston, Staffordshire, Scrap Dealer. Pet Dec 6. 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Dec 24at12. Best, Willenhall. 

Dowling, Dionysius Wilfrid, Lewes, Sussex, no occupation. Pet Dec 
6 (for pau). Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Downing, Jas, Sheffield, Bill Poster. Pet Dec3. Wake. Sheftield, Dec 
23atl. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Drew, Wm Edwd, Birkenhead, Chester, Assistant Magistrate’s Clerk. 
Pet Dec 8, Wason, Birkenhead, Dec 22at 10. Bretherton, Birken- 
head. 

Droege, Augustus Wm, Lewes. Sussex, out of business. 
pau). Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Dugdale, Robt, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Dee 8. 
Dec 23 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Eastwood, Wm, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Bookkeeper. 
94. tall. Ashton-under-Lyne, Dec 23. 
Lyne. 

Fldreit, Wm. Prisoner for Debt, Huntingdon. Pet Nov 19. Gaches. 
Peterborough, Dec 28 at ll. Law, Stamford. 

Ellis, Jas, Boiton, Lancashire, Quarry Master. 
Manch, Dec20 at 12. Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 

Ellis, Hugh, Llanfair, Mon:gomery, Innkeeper. 
Welshpool, Dec 27 at 12. Jones, Welshpool. 

Entwistle, Wm, Horwich, Lancashire, Packer. 
Bolton, Dee 23 at 10. Edge & Dawson, Bolton. 


Pet Dec 6 (for 
Fardell. Manch, 


Pet Nov 
Roscoe, Ashton-urder- 


Pet Dec 7. Fardell. 
Pet Dec 6. Harrison, 


Pet Dec 6. Holden. 


Evans, Jubn, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 19, Fardell. 
Maneh, Dec 22 at 12, 
Essery, Robt, Devonport, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jdec 6. 


learce. East Stonehouse, Dec 21 at 11. Edmonds & Son, Plymouth. 

Ewence, Josiah, Wishford, Wilts, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 7. ~ Wilson. 
Salisbury, Dec 22 at 12. Holling, Salisbury. 

Ford, Wm Barton, Newhaven, Sussex, Factor. 
Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Franks, Wm, Nottingham, out of business. 
tingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. 

Frogeett, Edwd, Argyll-st, Attorney. 
Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Gant, Hy, Sheffield, Baker. 
Micklethwaite, Sheffeld. 

Garner, Joseph, Birm, Journeyman Cooper. Pet Dec 7. Guest. 
Jan 7at10. Parry, Birm. 

Gee, Geo, Sneinton, Nottinghamshire, out of business. Pet Dec 7. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Cranch, Nottingham. 

Gray, Robt, Sunderland, Durham, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 6. 
Sunderland, Dec 23 at 11, Graham, Sunderland. 

Hamburg, Simon, Manch, Leather Importer. Pet Nov 30. Fardell. 
Manch, Dee 21 at 11, Evans, Manch. 

Harp, Jas, Plymouth, Devon, Grocer. Pet Dec 8. Pearce. East Stone- 
house, Dec 2lat 11. Edmonds &Sen, Plymouth. 

Harris, Robt, Bolton, Lancashire, Clothes Dealer. Holden. 

Pet Dec 8. 


Pet Dec 6 (for pan). 
Pet Dec 8. Patchitt. 
Heath, Nottingham. 

Pet Dec 6 (for pau). Blaker. 


Pet Dec 9. Wake. 


Not- 


Sheffield, Dec 23 at 1. 


Birm, 


Ellis. 


Pet Dec 7. 
Bolton, Dec 23 at 11. Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 

Hindle, Jane, Darlington, Durham, Clock-case Maker. 
Bowes. Darlington, Dec 29 at 10. Helt, Darlington, 

Hipper, Thos Kessey, Drayton, Norfolk, Labourer. Pet Dec 8. 
Norwich, Dec 23 at li. Francis, Norwich. 

Hfrst, Mark, Sheffield, out of business. Pet Dec9. Wake. 
Dec 23 at 1. Dyson, Sheffield. 

Hold, Abel, Cawthorne, York, Animal Painter. Pet Dec 7. Leeds, Dec 
20.at 11. Milnes, Huddersfield; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Houghton, Thos, Netherton, Cheshire, Farmer. Pet Dec 6. Nicholson. 
Runcorn, Dec 16 at ii. Bretherton, Warrington. 

Hyam, Woolf, Manch, Draper. Pet Nov 30. Fardell. Manch, Dec 20 
at 2. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

Hyde, Edwd, & Jas Sowerby, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Cotton Spinners. 
Pet Dec 9. Fardeil. Manch, Dec 21 at 12. Brooks & Co, Manch. 


Palmer. 


Sheffield, 


Ingall, Isaac, Bradford, Yorkshire, Fruit Dealer. Pet Dec 7. Bradford, 
Dec 21 at 9.15. Wilson, Bradtord, 
Insoll, Thos, Worcester, Builder. Pet Dec 6. Hill. Birm, Dec 22 at 12. 


James & Griffin, Birm. 








| Neale, Lewis Walmsley, Walsall, Stafford, Tailor. 


| Isherwood, John, Lpool, Butcher. Pet Dec 8. Hime. Lpool, Dec 22 at 

| 2. Heaton, Lpool. 

Jackson, Sam, Manch, Agent. Pet Dec8, Fardell. Manch, Dec 20 at 
ll. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

Jackson, Thos, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Grocer. Pet Dec 6. Gib- 
son, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 22 at 12. Skinner, Sunderland. 


Jenkins, Joseph, Aberdare, Glamorganshire, out of business. Pet Dec 
7. Rees. Aberdare, Dec 21 at 11. Beddoe, Aberdare. 
Johnson, Sam], Rowley Regis, Staffordshire, Brickmaker. Pet Dec 6. 


Hill. Birm, Dec 22 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Johnson, Wm Blackwell, Sneinton, nr Nottingham, Avent for the Sale 
of ‘Drapery. Pet Dec 6. Patchitt. Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30 
Lees, Nottingham. 

Jones, David, Bala, Merionethshire, Ironmonger. 
Bala, Dec 18 at 2. Hughes, Corwen. 


Pet Dec 3. Williams. 


Jones, David, Aberaman, Glamorganshire, Collier. Pet Dec 6. Rees. 
Aberdare, Dec 23 at 11. Linton & Lewis, Aberdare. 

Jones, John, Llanrug, Carnarvonshire, Hotel Keeper, Pet Dec 4. Wil- 
liams. Carnarvon, Dec 21 at 10. Webb, Bangor. 

Kearle, Chas, North Petherton, Somerset, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 6, 
Lovibond. Bridgwater, Dec 21 at 10. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater. 

Kissock, Thos, Portsea, Hants, out of business. Pet Dec 6. Howard. 
Portsmonth, Dec 22 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Knowles, Hy, Chesterfield, Derbyshire, Builder. Pet Nov 30. Wake. 
Chesterfield, Dec 21 at 11. Shipton, Chesterfield. 

Lacey, Thos Baken, Sneinton, Nottingham, Lace Agent. Pet Dec 8. 


Lees, Nottingham. 


Patchitt. Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. 
Adj Nov 18. Tweedale. Old- 


Lees, Danl, Oldham, Lancashire, Agent. 
ham, Dec 22 at 12. Hodgson, Manch. 

Lees, Jas, Oldham, Lancashire, Temperance Hotel Keeper. 
Tweedale. Oldham, Dec 22 at12. Ellithorne, Manch. 

Lewis, Horatio, Lpool, Tobacconist. Pet Dec 8. Hime. Lpool, Dec 22 
at 3. Grocott, Lpool. 

Lloyd, Wm Solomon Bowen, Birm, Journeyman Pearl Worker. Pet 
Dec6. Guest. Birm, Jan7at10. Parry, Birm. 

Lloyd, David, Aberaman, Glamorganshire, Mason. Pet Dee 7. Rees 
Aberdare, Dec 21 at 11. Beddoe, Aberdare. 

Madden, Wm, Manch, Weighing Machine Maker. Pet Dec 4 (for 
pau). Kay. Manch, Jan 12 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Maddick, Wm Ford, Fowey, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 7. 
St Austell, Dec 23 at 10.30. Sobey, Fowey. 

Middleton, Jonathan Lester, Norwich, Butcher. 
Norwich, Dec 22 at 11. Stanley, Norwich. 

Morris, David, Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Tinman. 
Aberdare, Dec 24 at 11. Beddoe, Merthyr Tydfil. 


Pet Dec 8. 


Carlyon. 
Pet Dec 6. Palmer, 
Pet Dec 8. Rees. 


Mountain, John, Manch, Retailer of Wines. Pet Dec 8. Fardell. 
Manch, Dec 20 at 11. Blain & Chorlton, Manch. 
Moxon, Benj, Walkley, Shefficild, Pen-blade Grinder. Pet Dec2. Wake. 


Sheffield, Dec 23 at 1. Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 


Pet Dec 8. Hil 
Birm, Dec 22 at 12. Allen, Birm. 

Newey, Joseph, Walsall, Staffordshire, Buckle Maker. Pet Dec 8. Wal- 
sall, Dec 24 at 12. Giover, Walsall. a 

Nottingham, Wm, Hopwood, Lancashire, Comm Agent. 
Grundy. Bury, Dec 23 at 10. Orton, Heywood, 

Owen, Hugh, Cemaes, Anglesey, Tailor. Pet Dec 6. Dew. Llangefni, 
Dec 23 at 12.30. Hughes, Tregele. 

Parsons, John Hy, Exeter, Innkeeper. 
Fryer, Exeter. 

Pegler, Leonard, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Car Proprietor. Pet Dec 3. 
Wason. Birkenhead, Dec 18 at10. Anderson, Birkenhead. 

Plummer, Geo Eneas, Low Harrowgate, Yorkshire, Fishmonger. Pet 
Dec 6. Gill. Knaresbrough, Dec 22 at 10.30. Canes, Knaresbrough. 

Reinold, John Hy Arnold, Kingston-upon-Hull, Shipping Agent, Pet 
Dec 8. Leeds, Dec 22 at 12. Saxelbye & Co, Hull. 

Ridley, Thos, Darlington, Durham, Joiner. Pet Dec 8. 
lington, Dec 29 at 10. Dunn, Darlington. 

Rigg, Sidney, Bradford, Yorkshire, Worsted Manufacturer. Pet Nov 
30. Leeds, Dec 20 at 11. Watson & Dickons, Bradford; Bond & 
Barwick, Leeds. 

Roberts, Johu, Silsden, nr Leeds, Greengrocer. 
Dec 22 at 3. Robinson, Keighley. 

Roberts, John, Castleton, Lancashire, Broker. 
Rochdale, Dec 23 at 10. Holland, Rochdale. 

Rodgers, Joseph, Sheffield, Cast Scissor Manufacturer. Pet Dec 9. 
Wake. Sheffield, Dec 23 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Rogerson, Edwd, Bolton, Lancashire, Beerseller. Pet Dec 6. Holden, 
Bolton, Dec 22 at 11. Ramwell, Bolton. Bie is 

Rollason, Andrew, Harts-hill, Worcestershire, Engine Fitter. Pet Dec 3, 
Walker. Dudley, Dec 21 at 12. Warmington, Dudley. 

Scamadine, John, Sheffield, Manager. Pet Dec 8. Wake. 
Dec 23 at |. Dyson, Sheffield. 

Sealey, John Thos, Plymouth, Devonshire, Grocer. Pet Dec7. Exeter, 
Dec 20 at 12.30. Edmonds & Son, Plymouth; Floud, Exeter. 

Sewards, John Owen, Corby, Lincolnshire, Publican. Pet Decé. Thomp - 
son. Grantham, Dec 24at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Sharp, Wm, Everton, nr Lpool, out of business. Pet Dec 6. Hime, 
Lpool, Dec 21 at 3. Goodere, Lpool. 


Pet Dec 8 


Pet Dec7. Exeter, Dec 21 atil. 


Bowes. Dare 


Pet Dec 8. Keighley, 


Pet Dec 6. Jackson. 





Sheffield» 


Sharples, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Dec 7. Fardell. 
Manch, Dec 20 at 12. Storer, Manch. 
Shephard, Joseph, Nottingham, Greengrocer. Pet Dec 6. Patchitt. 


Belk, Nottingham. 


Nottinzham, Dec 22 at 10.30. 
Pet Dec 7. Marshall, 


Smith, Jas Gaunt, Horsforth, Yorkshire, Clothier, 
Leeds, Dec 29 at 12. Whiteley, Leeds. 

Smith, Christopher, Crook, Durham, Greengrocer. Pet Dec7. Trotter. 
Bishop Auckland, Dec 20 at 10. Hutchinson, Bishop Auckland. 

Smith, Leonard, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Accountant. Pet Dee 6, 
Trotter. Bishop Auckland, Dec 20 at 10. Hutchinson, Bishop Auck- 
land. 

Southam, Sam! Swire, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet 
Manch, Dec 20 at 12. Storer, Manch. 

Spink, Wm Hy, High Harrowgate, Yorkshire, out of business. Pet 
Dec 3. Gill. Knaresbrough, Dec 22ati0. Capes, Knaresbrough. 
Stewardson, Wm, Lancaster, Painter. Pet Dec 8. Fardeli. Manch, 

Dec 22 at 12. Sharp & Son, Lancaster; Sale & Co, Manch. 
Stuppard, Wm, New ‘upton, Derbyshire, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 3, 
Wake. Chesterfield, Dec 21 at1l. Gee, Chesterfield. 


Dec 7. Fardell. 
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Tavlor, Hy, Beeston, Nottinghamshire, out of business. Pet Dec 7. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Cranch, Nottingham. 
Taylor, Isaac Saml, Marten, Yorkshire, Hind in Husbandry. Pet Dec 6. 
Crosby. Middlesbrough, Dec 23 at 11, Dobson, Middlesbrough. 
Theaker, Edwd Saville, Saviletown, nr Dewsbury, Cloth Drawer. Pet 
Dec6. Nelson. Dewsbury, Dec 23 at 12. Scholes & Brearey, Dews- 


bary. 

Timms, Illius Augustus, Alderley Edge, Cheshire, Merchant. Pet Dec 7. 
Fardell. Manch, Dec 22 at 11. Nuttall, Manch. 

Tobitt, Jas Calvin, Slyfhurst Farm, Kirdford, Sussex, Farmer. Pet Dec 
27. Sowton. Chichester, Dec 24at1. Downer, Petworth. 

Trout, Saml John, Nottingham, Porter. Pet Dec 6. Patchitt. Not- 
tingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Brewster, Nottingham. 

Turner, John, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Journeyman Locksmith. Pet 
= 8. Brown. Wolverhampton, Dec 24 at 12. Cresswell, Willen- 

all. 

Upton, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Oct18. Hime. Lpool, 
Dec 20 at 2.30. 

Wadsworth, Alfred, Leeds, Surgeon. Pet Dec 8. Marshall. Leeds, 
Dec 29 at 12, Rider, Leeds. 

Walker, Geo, Toddington, Bedford, Carpenter. Pet Dec 4. Kipling. 
Leighton Buzzard, Dec 29 at 11. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Wallace, Wm, Everton, Lancashire, Butcher. Pet Dec 3, Hime. 
Lpool, Dec 24 at 3. Bremner, Lpool. 

Ward, Wm, Warsop, Nottinghamshire, Grocer. Pet Dec 6. Patchitt. 
Mansfield, Jan 10 at 11.30, Gee, Chesterfield. 

Wardle, John, Chesterfield, Derbyshire, Boot Maker, Pet Dec 3. 
Wake. Chesterfield, Dec 2! at 11. Gee, Chesterfield, 

Weighell, John Thos, Middlesbrough, Yorkshire, out of business. Pet 
Dec 8. Crosby. Middlesbrough, Dec 23 at Il. Dobson, Middles- 
brough. 

Welch, Joseph, Birm, Journeyman Shoemaker. Pet Dec 7. Guest. 
Birm, Jan 7 at 10. Thomas, Birm. 

White, Hy Ears, Shetterton, Dorsetshire, Grocer. Pet Dec 4. Exeter, 
Dec 21 at 12. Atkinson, Blandford ; Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Whiteway, Thos, jun, Lpool, Fish Dealer. Pet Dec {. Hime. Lpool. 
Dec 20 at 2. Nordon, Lpool. 

Wilkinson, Hutchinson, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, out of business. Pet 
Dec 8. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Dec 22 at 11. Dobson, Middles- 
borough. 

Willatt, John, jun, Hotlane, Staffordshire, Beerseller. 
Challinor. Hanley, Dec 24 at 1}. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Wilson, John, Alton, Staffordshire. Innkeeper. Pet Dec 4. Daniel. 
Cheadle, Dec 17 at 1!. Bagshaw & Son, Uttoxeter. 

Winspeare, John, Middleton Slipway, Durham, Shipwright. Pet Dec 7. 
— Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 12 at 12. Brignall, jun, Dur- 
ham. 

Wormald, Chas Fredk, Bombay, India, Merchant. Pet Dec 3. Fardell, 
Manch, Dec 22 at 11. Grundy & Coulson, Manch, 

Wright, Wm, Nottingham.Comm Agent. Pet Dec7. Patchitt. Not- 
tingham,-Dec 22 at 10.80. Heathcot, Nottingham. 

Wright, Robt, Nottingham, Journeyman Baker, Pet Dec 8, Patchitt. 
Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Smith, Nottingham. 

Tuespay, Dec. 14, 1869, 
To Surrender in London. 

Adams, Chas, Bromley, Kent, Builder. Pet Dec 9. Dec 31 at 12, 
Stocken & Jubb, Leadenhall-st. 

Aldworth, Chas Francis, Kensington-pk-rd, Wine Merchant. Pet Dec. 
11, Murray. Dec 27 at 2. Ablett, Cambridge-ter, Hyde-pk. 

Bailey, Thos Parnell, Park-rd, Gresvenor-pk, Camberwell, Grocer. 
Pet Dec7, Dec 31 at ll. Hicklin, Trinity-sq, Borough. 

Bishop, Thos, Titchmarsk, Northamptonshire, Butcher. Pet Dec 9. 
Pepys. Dec 3l atl. Jacobs, Bedford-row. 
lacklock, Joseph Marsh, East Moulsey, Surrey, Superannuated Clerk. 
Pet Dec 7. Dec 30 at 1.30. Merriman, Queen-st. 

Bright, John, Compton-mews, Brunswick-sq, Cab Driver. Pet Dec 9. 
Pepys. Dec 3l at 11. Watson, Basinghall-st, 

Brunt, Thos, Albert-ter, Upper Holloway, Commercial Clerk. Pet Dec 
10. Pepys. Dec3lat12. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs. 

Burbidge, Wm, Coulsden, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 8, 
Pepys. Dec 30at 1. Kingdon & Co, Lawrence-lane, Cheapside. 

Butcher, Robt Whiting, Ampthill, Bedfordshire, Grocer. Pet Dec 10, 
Pepys. Dec 31 at12. Ellis & Co, Mark-lane, for Conquest & Co 
Bedford. : 

Chapman, Chas, Edgware-rd, Paddington, Milliner. Pet Dec 7. Pepys. 
Dec 30 at 12. Mirfin, Staple-inn. 

Clark, Robt, Crawford-st, Canning-town, Builder. Pet Dec10- Jan 
4atll, Biackford & Riches, Gt Swan-alley, Moorgate-st. 

Corbett, John, Stockwell-st, Greenwich. Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dec8. Dec3latl2, Peckham, Gt Knightrider-st, Doctor’s-com- 
mons, 

Cordery, Elias, William-ter, Adelaide-rd, Shepherd’s-bush, Builder. 
Pet Dec 10. Murray. Dec 27 atl. Farrar, Carter-lane, Doctors’ 
commons. 

Corke, Edwd, Holland-grove, Brixton, no occupation. Pet Dec 7. 
Dec 30 at 1.30. Waghorn, Harp-lane, Gt Tower-st. 

Corkett, Matthew, Nash, Bucks, Publican, Pet Decil. Pepys. Dec 
31 at 12. Risley & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq, 

Crafer. Richd, Davis’s-ter. North-st, Whitechapel, out of business. 
Pet Dec7. Pepys. Dec 30 atl. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs. 

De Castro, Henrique Borges, Crutchedfriars, Wine Merchant. Pet Dec 
. Dec 31 at 1. Dalton & Jessett, Clement’s-house, Clement’s- 
ane. 

Douglas, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 10 (for pau), 
Murray. Dec 27 at 1. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Dyer, Thos Abbot, !isoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 1 (for pau). 
Brougham, Dec 30 at 1.30. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Edmonds, Wm, Lamb-st, Spitalfields, out of business. Pet Dec 10, 

2 Murray. Dec 27 atl. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Guildhall. 

Fenn, Wm Chas, Bushey, Herts, out of business. Pet Dec 7. Dec 30 
at 1.30. Oliver, King-st, ClLeapside. 

Floyd, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 10 (for pau). Pepys. 
Dec 31 atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Gedge, Edwd Fredk, Hadley-st, Kentish-town, Pickle Warehouseman. 
Pet Dec 8. Pepys. Dec 30 atl. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. ; 

Grover, Wm, Railway-ter, Notting-hill, Fruiterer. Pet Dec 10. Mur- 


Pet Dec 6. 


Harriott, John, Charlotte-st, Fitaroy-sq. Traveller. Pet Dec 10. Pepys, 
Dec 31 atl. Jourdain, St Paul’s-chambers, Paternoster-row. 

Henrionnet, Sosthenes Henri, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 9, 
(for pau). Brougham. Dec 31 at 1.30. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs, Ba- 
singhall-st. 

Hirst, Geo Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 8 (for pau), 
Brougham. Dec 31 at 12. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hodgson, Richd, Goulbourne-rd, Upper Westbourne-pk, Journeyman, 
Carpenter. Pet Dec 7. Dec 31 at 11. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs 
Basinghall-st. 

Holborow, Hy Fras, Clare-st, Clare-market, Cheesemonger. Pet Dec 
10. Murray. Dec 27at 1). Calcott, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Holloway, John Thos, Little Ilford, Essex, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
Dec 1]. Murray. Dec27 at2. Lea, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, 

Horne, Geo, Dunstable, Bedfordshire, Straw Plait Dealer. Pet Dec 8, 
Dec 31 at 12. Mardon, Newgate-st. 

James, Edwd, Orchard-ter, Shepherd’s-bush, Ironmonger. Pet Dec 11. 
Murray. Dec 27 at2. Covke, Gresham-bldgs, Guildhall. 

Jenkins, Geo, Clievley, Berks, Smith. Pet Dec 11. Pepys. Dec 381 at 
12. Smith, Bedford-row. 

Joyes, Edwin, Coolham Mills, Sussex, Miller, Pet Dec9. Murray, 


Ladd, Jas, Twickenham, Painter. Pet Dec 10. Jan4 atll. Watson, 
Basinghall-st. 

Langton, Wm Hy, Grove-vale, East Dulwich, Clerk. Pet Dec 8. Pepys, 
Dec 30 at 2. Keene & Co, Lower Thames-st. 

Leeson, Joan, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 9 (for pau.) Pepys. 
Dec 3l at 1. Copp, Pelham-pl, Thurloe-sq, Brompton. 

Lenox, Sam], Creswick-row, Addington-row, Bow, Comm Agent, Pet 
Dec 8. Dec 31 at1l. Brown, Finsbury-pl. 

Lord, Anne, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec9 (for pau). Murray, 
Dec 27 at 12. New, Basinghall-st. 

Mitton, Walter Reynolds, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 9 (for 
pau). Brougham, Dec 31 at 1.30. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Nicholson, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 10 (for pau), 
Pepys. Dec 3l atl. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Perrior, John, Clarendon-st, Clarendon-sq, out of business. Pet Dec 8, 
Dec 3! at 12. Towne, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Raine, John Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 8 (for pau). 
Murray. Dec27 at12. Watson,*Basinghall-st. 

Riley, Thos, Lower Thames-st, Printer. Pet Dec9. Murray. Dec 27 
at 12. Stocken & Jupp, Leadenhall-st. 

Sainsbury, Bartholomew Silvester, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 
10 (for pau). Murray. Dec 27 atl. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Sleigh, Chas Albert, The Crescent, Euston-st, Clerk. Pet Dec 6. Pepys, 
Dec 30 at 12. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Smith, John, Robert-st, Chelsea, Gentleman’s Servant. Pet Dee 7, 
Pepys. Dec 30 at 12. Chappell, Edgware-rd. 

Stanford, Wm, Ashford, Kent, Coach Suilder, Pet Dec 7. Pepys, 
Dec 30 at 1. Murton,Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 

Suckling, Geo, Acton, Middlesex, Builder. Pet Dev8. Pepys. Dec 30 
at2. Lawrence & Co, Uld Jewry-chambers. 

Taylor, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 8 (for pau). Pepys. 
Dec 31 at 11. Cawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Tilley, Richd Wallington, St George’s-pl, Knightsbrilge, Commercial 
Traveller. Pet Dec 9. Pepys. Dec 31 at li. Cooke, Gresham- 
bidgs. 

Somes ity Edwin, Swinbrooke-rd, Notting-hill, Builder. Pet Dec 10. 
Murray. Dec 27 at1, Lamb, Bedford-row. 

White, Wm Fletcher, Bedford-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, no occupation. Pet 
Dec 11. Pepys. Dec 3latil. Wake, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 
White, Ebenezer Messum, Eastbonrne, Sussex, Joiner. Pet Dec 10. 

Pepys. Dec 3l atl. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Winter, John, & Walter John Winter, Old *Kent-rd, Plumbers, Pet Dec 
9. Murray. Dec 27 at 12. Mason, Gresham-st. 

Woods. Wm, Gt Yarmouth. Norfolk, Fish Curer. Pet Dec 10. Murray. 
Dec 27 at 1. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Abel, Jacob, East Stonehouse, Devon, Clothier. Pet Dec 9. Pearce, 
East Stonehouse, Dec 29 at 11. Edmonds & Son, Plymouth. 

Allen, Charlotte, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, out of business. Pet Dec 
10. Challinor. Hanley, Dec 24 at 11. Welch, Hanley. 

Ambler, Jas, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Carpenter. Pet Nov 24, Guest. 
Birm, Jan7 at}0. Parry, Birm. 

Atkinson, Johnson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fish Dealer. Pet Dec 9. 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Dec 28 at 12. Hearfield, Hull. 

Baines, Joseph, Southport, Lancashire, Fruiterer, Pet Dec 9. Lpool, 
Dec 27 at 11. Forshaw & Hawkins, Lpool. 

Bardwell, Geo Syder, Cambridge, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Dec 7. 
Eaden. Cambridge, Jan t at 12. Jarrold, Cambridge. 

Bendelow, Chas, Mexbrough, Yorkshire, Grocer. Pet Decl0. Shirley. 
Doncaster, Dec 28 at 12. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Bird, Thos Matthew, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Photographic Artist. Pet 

Dec 8. Gale. Cheltenham. Dec 28 at Il. Boodle, Cheltenham. 

Birdsall, Thos, Scarborough, Yorkshire, Milliner, Pet Dec 10. Leeds, 

Dec 27at 11. Emsley, Leeds. 

Blake, Jas, Newton Flotman, Norfolk, Butcher. Pet Dec 11. Palmer. 

Norwich, Dec 29 at 11. Atkinson, Norwich, 

Brightmore, Joseph, Tideswell, Derby, Mason. Pet Dec 7. Hubbersty. 

Bakewell, Dec 24 at 10, Nea!e, Matlock. 

Chalmers, John, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Builder. Pet Dec 9. 

Davies. Weston-super-Mare, Dec 28 at 11.30, Smith. 

Ching, David Manning, Plymouth, Devon, Surgeon. Pet Dec 10. 

Pearce. East Stonehouse, Dec 29 at 11. Square, Plymouth. 

Cocker, John Milne, Shaw, Lancashire, Armoury Serjeant. Pet Dec 11. 

Tweedale. Oldham, Dec 29 at 12. Ascroft, Oldham, 

Cocker, ‘om, Stockport, Cheshire, Joiner. Pet Dec 9. Coppock. Stock- 

port, Dec 31 at 12. Burton, Manch. 

Collin. John, Warrington, Lancashire, Broker. Pet Dee 10, Nicholson. 

Warrington, Jan 6 at 11. Bretherton, Warrington. 

Collis, Andrew Miller, Milborne Port, Somerset, Coachman. Pet Dec 10. 

Messiter. Wincanton, : ec 29 at Il. Ellis, Sherborne. 

Cook, Geo Dudgeon, Nottingham, Coal Agent. Pet Dec 11. Patchitt. 

Nottingham, Feb 9 at 10,30, Wood, Nottingham. 

Courteep, Hy, Gloucester, Commercial Traveller. Pet Dec 9. Wilde 





ray. Dec 27at1. Geaussent, New Broad-st. 


Bristol, Dec 24 at 11. Cooke, Gloucester. 


Dec 27 at 12. Smith & Co, Bread-st, Cheapside, for Lamb, Brighton. * 
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Curtis, Lambert Geo, Lakeham, Norfolk, Engineer’s Assistant. Pet 
Dec 11. Palmer. Norwich, Dec 28 at 11. Wicks, Norwich. 

Davies, Richd, Much Wenlock, Salop, Coach Builder. Pet Dec 8. Made- 
ley, Jan 12 at 12. Leake, Shifnal. 

Davison, Thos Dryden, North Shields, Northumberland, Agent. Pet 

Dec 11. Ingledew. North Shields, Dec 28 at 10. Tinley & Co, North 


Shields. 
Dixon, Joseph, Scotland-gate, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 10. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 24 at 12. Bousfield, Newcastle- 


n-Tyne. 

Dowsing, Wm, Ipswich, Suffolk, out of business, Pet Dec 9. Prety- 
man. Ipswich, Dec 24 at 11. Hill, Ipswich. 

Dann, Jas, West Derby, & Geo Constantine Franghiadi, Lpool, Corn 
Brokers. Pet Dec 8. Lpool, Dec 28 at 11. Anderson & Collins, 


Lpool. 

eae Ferdinand, Manch, Apothecary. Pet Dec 10. Macrae. Manch, 
Dec 24 at 12. Storer, Manch. 

Emanuel, Chas, Birm, Pawnbroker’s Assistant. Pet Dec 10. Tudor. 
Birm, Dec 24 at 12. Fallows, Birm 

Emanuel, Lewis, Birm, Pawnbroker’s Assistant. Pet Dec 10. Tudor. 
Birm, Dec 24 at 12, Fallows, Birm: 

Fairley, Joho, Coventry. Watch Manufacturer. Pet Dec 11, Tudor. 
Birw, Dec 24 at 12, Minster & Son, Coventry; Reece & Harris, 


Birm. 

Farmer, John, Ironbridge, Salop, Builder. Pet Dec 11. Hill. Birm, 
Dec 24at12. Smallwood, Newport; James & Griffin, Birm. 

Fraser, John Fras, Aylesbury, Bucks, Nurseryman. Pet Dec 10. 
Watson. Aylesbury, Dec “0 at 10. Fell, Aylesbury. 

Gale, Geo, Darlington, Durham, Bootmaker. Pet Dec 9. Bowes. 
Darlington, Dec 29 at 10. Steavenson, Darlington. 

Gilbank, John, Raskelfe, Yorkshire, Farmer. Pet Dec 13. Leeds, Dec 
27at 11. Clarke, Leeds, 

Gittins, Thos Jordan, Bridgnorth, Salop, Tobacconist. Pet Dec 11. 
Tudor. Birm, Dec 24 at 12. Brevitt, Darlaston. 

Godfrey, Wm, Northampton, Carpenter. Pet Dec 9. Dennis, Northamp- 
ton, Jan lat l0. White, Northampton, 

Goodacre, Jas, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham. Furniture Dealer. Pet 
Dec 8. Newton. Newark, Dec 29 at 12. Belk, Nottingham. 

Green, Chas. Egham, Surrey, Pork Butcher. Pet Dec 11. Gregory. 
Chertsey, Dec 31 at 2. Walls, Walbrook. 

Grimmer, Chas, Harleston, Norfolk. out of business, Pet Dec9. Lyus. 
Harleston, Dec 24 at 11. Kent, Beccles. 

Hailwood, Richd, Manch, Baker. Pet Dec 9. 
24at 11. Hodgson, Manch. 

Hansell, Geo, Gateshead, Durham, Grease Manufacturer. Pet Dec 9. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 24 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 

Hardy, Joseph, Sheffield, Tailor. Pet Dec 10. Leeds, Dec 29 at 12, 
Roberts, Sheffield. 

Harris, Hy , Shipston-on-Stour, Worcester, Corn Merchant. Pet Dec 6. 
Hill. Birm, Dec 24 at 12, Aplin & Saunders, Chipping Norton; 
Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Haworth, Hy, Burnley, Lancashire, out of business, Pet Dec 9. Hart- 
ley. Burnley, Dec 30 at 3. Parkerson, Burnley. 

Hazelton, Wm John, Manch, Hosier. Pet Dec 10. Macrae. Maach, 
Dec 24at 11. Chew & Son, Manch. 

Heane, Wm, Cinderford, Gloucestershire, Surgeon. Pet Dec 9. Wilde. 
Bristol, Dec 24 atll. Smith, Gloucester; Press & Inskip, Bristol. 
Hodges, Richd, Tredegar, Monmouthshire, Earthenware Dealer. Pet 

Dec 10. Shepard. Tredegar, Dec 31 at 11. Harris, Tedegar. 

Housman, Robt Fletcher, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Dec 10, Macrae. 
Manch, Dec 24 at 11. Marslund & Addleshaw, Manch, 

Howarth, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet Dec 8 {for pau). 
Kay. Manch, Jan 12 at 9.30. Law, Manch. 


Macrae. Manch, Dec 


Haghes, De Bosco, Derby, Painter. Pet Dec8. Weller. Derby, 
Jan 12 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 
(lughes, Owen, Eglwysfach, Cardigan, Slate Agent. Pet Dec 8, 


Howell. Machynlleth, Dec 29 at 10. Pugh, Dolgelly. 

Hutchins, John, Bristol, out of business. Pet Dec 10. 
tol, Dec 24 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Illingworth, Saml, Hightown, Yorkshire, Schoolmaster. Pet Dec 11. 
Leeds, Dec 27 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Insley, Francis, Burton-on-Trent, Staffordshire, Milkseller. Pet Dec 
8. Hubbersty. Burton-upon-Trent, Dec 29 at 10. Perks, Burton- 
upon-Trent, 

Jackson, Thos, Little Sutton. Warwickshire, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 9. 
Guest. Birm, Jan 7 at 10. Hodgson & Son, Birm, for Saddler & 
Eddowes, Sutton Coldfield. 

Jackson, Wm Edwd, Woodsettin, Staffordshire, out of business, 
Pet Dec 10. Walker. Dudley. Dec 30 at 12. Sheldon, Wednesbury. 

Jacomb, Fredk Wm, Hudderstield, York, Shareholder. Pet Dec 13. 
Leeds, Dee 27 at 11. Simpson, Leeds. 

Johnson, Thos Rees, Lpool, Bedding Manufacturer. Pet Dec 11. 
Lpool, Dec 27 at 11. Nordon, Lpool. 

Kenrick, Jas, Bishopston, Gl ershire, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 8. 

_Harley. Bristol, Dec 23 at 1z. Clifton & Moseley. 

Kenworthy, John, Mottram-in-Longdendale, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner. 
Pet Dec 10. Macrae. Manch, Dec 24 at 12. Clayton, Ashton-under- 

_Lyne; Sale & Co, Manch. 

Knight, John, Rochdale, Lancashire, Beerseller. 
Rochdale, Dec 30 at 10. Holland, Rechdale. 


Ladmore, Geo, Lpool, Shipwright. Pet Dec 9. Lpool, Dec 27 at 11. 
Ritson, Lpool. 

Law, John, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Dec 9. Wake. Shef- 
field, Dec 23 at 1. 

letbe, John, Sunderland, Durham, Chemist. Pet Dec 10. Gibson. 
_Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 24 at 12. Steel, Sunderland. 

Livingston, Peter Johnston, Brighton, Sussex, Dentist. Pet Dec 9. 
Evershed. Brighton, Dec 29 at li. Mills, Brighton. 

Loyd, Alfred, Slough, Bucks, Saddler. Pet Dec 10. Darvill. Windsor, 
Dec 24 at 10, Smith, Windsor. 

Marks, Saml, Brighton, Sussex, Commission Salesman. Pet Dec 7 
(for pau). Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Measor, Hy Robt, Brighton, Sussex, Greengrocer. Pet Nov 22, Ever- 
shed, Brighton, Dec 40 at 11, Kunnacles, Brighton. 

Metcalfe, John Lucas, Northampton, Bookseller’s Assistant. Pet Dee 

10. Dennis, Northampton, Jan | at 10. Becke, Northampton, 


Wilde. Bris- 





Pet Dec9. Jackson. 
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Michelson, Edwd, Birm, Warehouseman. Pet Dec 9. Tudor. Birm 
Dec 24 at 12. Fitter, Birm. 

Miles, Thos, Liantrissant, Glamorgan, Farm Labourer. Pet Dec 10. 
Spickett. Pontypridd, Dec 28 at 12. Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Miller, Geo, Brighton, Sussex, Engineer’s Clerk. Pet Dec 7 (for pau). 
Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12, 

Morris, Robt Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Oct 18. Lpeol, Dec 
27 at 12. 

Morriss, Jas, Ladderedge, Staffordshire, Beerseller. Pet Dec 10. Allen. 
Leek, Dec 30at 11. Sutton, Burslem. 

Nelles, Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Pet Dec 4. Gibson, New-. 
castle-upon-Tyne, Dec 24 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Newman, Richd, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. PetDec 10. Marshall. 
Leeds, Dec 29 at 12. Tempest, Leeds. 

Oates, Wm, jun, Shefficid, Blade Forger. Pet Dec 11. Wake. Shef- 
field, Dec 29 at 1. Micklethwaite. 

Ormrod, Hy, Manch, Candlewick Manufacturer. Pet Dec 13. Macrae. 
Manch, Dec 24 at 11. Ellithorne, Manch. 

Oxley, Thos, Redcar, Yorkshire, Watchmaker. Pet Dee 9. Crosby. 
Middlesbrough, Dec 30 at 11. Brewster & Stubbs, Middlesbrough. 
Page, Ambrose Gosling, Brighton, Accountant. Pet Dec 7? (for pau). 

Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Pearson, Fras, Rosedale, Yorkshire, Butcher. Pet Dec 10. Jackson, 

New Malton, Dec 30 at 11. Walker & Langkorne, New Malton. 
Peek, Hy, Sidford, Devon, out of business. Pet Dec 9, Stamp. Honi- 
ton, Dec 22 at 11. Jeffery, Ottery St Mary. 

Penno, Edwd, Lanivet, Cornwall, Farmer. Pet Dec 8. Collins. Bodmin, 

Dec 29 at 10, Collins, Bodmin. 
Perkins, John, Hyson Green, Nottingham, Blacksmith. Pet Dee 9. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Feb 9 at 10.30. Brown, Nottingham. 

Phillips, Jas, Barnstaple, Tailor. Pet Dec 8. Barnstaple, Dec 24 at 12. 
Ffinch, Barnstaple. y 

Piercy, Thos, Calstock, Cornwall, Market Gardener. Pet Dec 11. Bridg- 
man. Tavistock, Dec 20 at 11. Luxton & Son, Tavistock. ; 

Platt, Herbert Walter, Prisoner for Debt, Haverfordwest Castle. Adj 
Nov 20. Wilde. Bristol, Dec 24 at 1}. 

Pccock, Jane Sarah, Winchester, Tobacconist. Pet Dec 9. Godwin. 
Winchester, Jan 12 at11. Hollis, Winchester. 

Pollitzer, Wm Sigmund, Brighton, Merchant. Pet Dee 7 (for pau). 
Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12, 

Potter, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. -Adj Nov 18. Hulton. Salford, 
Dec 29 at 9.30. 

Reed, Robt, & Agnes Reed, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Milliners. Pet Dec 9 
Lpool, Dee 24 at 11. Etty, Lpool. 

Rowley, Edwin, & Thos Whittingham, Burslem, Stafford. Builders. Pet 
Dec 11. Tudor. Birm, Dec 24 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm. 

Rowley, Thos, Leicester, Mattrass Maker. Pet Dec 9., Ingram. Leices- 
ter, Jan 8 at 10. Durrant, Leicester. 

Rust, Robt Anderson, Lewes, Sussex, out of business. Pet Dec 7 (for 
pau). Blaker. Lewes, Dec 23 at 12. 

Scott, Dani, Ossett, York, Shopkeeper. Pet Dec9. Nelson. Dewsbury, 
Dec 30 at 3. Stringer, Ossett. 

Sharp, Robt Rushton, Halifax, York, Coal Dealer. Pet Dec 10. Rankin. 
Halifax, Dec 24 at 10. Thomas, Halifax, 

Smale, John, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Gardener. Pet Dec 8. Rees. Aber- 
dare, Dec 28 at 10. Rosser, Aberdare. 

Smith, Eliz, Bradford, Yorkshire, Shopkeeper. Pet Dec 10. Bradford, 
Jan 7 at 9.15. Harle, Bradford. 

Smith, Saml, Derby, Joiner, Pet Dec 2. Weller. Derby, Jan 12 at 12. 
Heath, Derby. 

Spencer, Wm, Bingham, Notts, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 10. Pat- 
chitt. Bingham, Jan 12 at 10. Buttery. 

Spencer, Geo Holme, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 10. Wake. 
Sheffield, Dec 29 at |. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Stott, Thornton, Hollinroyd Wood, Yorkskire, Traveller. Pet De: 9. 
Nelson. Dewsbury, Dec 39 at 3. Scholes & Brearey, Dewsbury. 

Swanson, Wm, Manningham, Yorkshire, out of business. Pet Dec 9. 
Bradford, Jan 7 at 9.15. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Taylor, Jabez, Hanley, Staffordshire. Stationer. Pet Dec 30. Challinor. 
Hanley, Dec 24 at 11. Welch, Hanley. 

Taylor, Fras, Lancaster, Tin-plate Worker. Pet Dec 8. Dunn. Lan-- 
caster, Dec 24at 10. Hall & Son, Lancaster. 

Taylor, Ellen, Poole, Teacher of Music. Pet Dec 11. Dickinson. 
Poole, Dec 28 atl1l. Moore, Wimborne. 

Thrale, Chas, Newark-on-Trent, Nottingham, Stonemason. Pet Dec 8. 
Newton. Newark, Dec 29at12. Belk, Nottingham. 

Toon, Jopn, Derby, Shoemaker. Pet Nov 30, Weller. 
atl2. Briggs, Derby. 

Troughton, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Coal Dealer. Pet Dec 
9. Poslethwaite. Ulverston, Dec 30 at 10. Relph, Barrow-in- 
Farness. 

Turner, Saml, Stockport, Cheshire, out of business. 
Macrae. Manch, Dec 24 at 11. Burton, Manch. 

Turner, Wm Wright, Nottingham, Druggist’s Assistant. Pet Dec ll. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Feb 9 at 10.30. Cranch, Nottingham. 

Tutt, Geo, Ninfield, Sussex, Assistant Road Surveyor. Pet Dec 11. 
Young. Hastings, Dec 29 at 11. Hillman, Lewes. 

Verity, Chas Hy, Bristol, Insurance Agent. Pet Dec 8. 
tol, Dec 23 at 12. Benson & Elletson. 

Wadsworth, Wm Fellows, Blackpool,.Lancashire, Chemist. Pet Dec 
11, Lpool, Dec 28 at12. Browne, Lpool. 


Derby, Jan 12 


Pet Dec 10 


Harley. Bris- 


Walker, Wm, Kirby Moorside, Yorkshire, Tailor. Pet Dec 10. Simp- . 


son. Helmsley, Jan !4at{2. Dale. York. 
Wilford, John, Burton-on-Trent, Staffordshire, Yeast Merchant. Pet 
Dec ii. Hill, Birm, Dec 24 at 12. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent. 
Williams, John Pritchard, Weston-super-Mare, Somersetshire, Painter . 
Pet Dec 9. Davies, Weston-super-Mare, Dec 28 at 11. Smith. 
Winter, Hy, Brighton, sussex, Financial Agent. Pet Dec 7 (for pau). 
Blaker. Lewes, Dee 23 at 12. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Dec, 10, 1869. 


Bullock, Wm Edwd, Boulogne-sur-Mer, France, no occupation. 


ec 8. porn 

Cavitt, Thos Emmerton, Hatton-garden, Wholesale Ironmonger. 
Dec 10. 

Roberts, David, Taly-cafn, Denbigh, Publican. Dec 1. 
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ToeEspay, Dec. 14, 1869. 


Enoch, Jas, Abingdon, Berks, Matting Manufacturer. Dec 10. 
Rawkins, Jas, Holborn-hill, Hosier. Sept 15. 











RESHAM - LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 





ProposaL FOR LOAN ON MORTGAGES. 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary . 





FFICES or CHAMBERS to LET, 56, Lincoln’s- 


inn- fields. Enquire < of the Housekeeper. 


CERTAIN FORTUNE. —PARTNERSHIP 
OPTIONAL.—£5,000, at 10 per cent., on good security, for two 

years, WANTED, to assist to complete the development of five addi- 
ditional Quarries on one of the most valuable slate properties in Merio- 
neth, held by long lease on liberal terms. The lender will have the option, 
after being paid principal and interest,to secure one-fourth share of 
— for 73 years, guaranteed to amount to £3,000 a-year.—Address, 

“Q. E. D., ”? care of Mr. Watson, 15, Fenwick-street, Liverpool. — 





TEXT of KIN (New Edition, just published).— 
A Classified and Descriptive INDEX (20,000 names guaranteed) 
to Advertisements for Next of Kin, Chancery Heirs, Legatees, &c., 
from 1700 to 1869, post free for 32 stamps.—Address, Mr. CuLLMER, 
No. 17, Southampton- buildings, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than anyother house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


TONY STRATFORD.—ST. PAUL’S SCHOOL. 
i’ Visrror.—The Lord Bisho p of Oxford. 
Warpen.—Rev. W. T. Sankey, Vicar. 
With Graduate Masters. The terms of this School are inclusive, 
and there are exhibitions tenable at School and College. 
Apply to the Rev. Warden, Vicarage; or the Secretary, St. Paul’s 
School. 
A Preparatory School to the above will be opened in January next. 
{pplication at present to be made to the Warden or Secretary of 
St. Paul’s School. 











XCELLENT BEEF TEA for 24d. a PINT. 

, Ask for LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT of *MEAT, only sort 
warranted genuine by the inventor, Baron Liebig, whose signature is on 
every genuine jar. Suppliedtoth British, Prussian, French, Russian, 
Dutch, and other Governments 








SLACK’ '§ SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuabie properties renders itin appearance and wear equal 





to Sterling Silver. Fiddie Pattern, Thread, King's. 

Zs. d. £e.4 41.4 £8. 4. 
Table Forks, perdoz. 110 Oandi 16 0 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto ..... «» | 6 Oand1 10 O 112 0 115 6 
Table Spoons ...ccccscoee 110 Oandl 18 O :¢ 9 210 0 
Dessert ditto so..cccooeee 1 0 Dandi 10 O 112 0 115 0 


Tea SPOONS coccsssessooee O12 Oandod ls O 120 1 6 0 
Every Article forthe Table asin silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 





A large discount for cash. 


B ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
3 MINUTES, and all Law Pri nting, executed with promptitude 
and at moderate charges by 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Puotens, 
7, Sytnondsinn (and at Churc! mgenyy ), Chancery-lane, London, 


YyAres . ALEXANDER, 


A N I ) 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, W.0. 





PRINTERS, 








teenitary Ville, Appeala, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles ff Association, Legal Forms, otices, & 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance: Tables, Policies, Proposal Forma. 





Catalogues, ¥2 


ticulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting ills, and all 
Genera) Printing. 
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Now ready, price 9d., 
YHE LAW ALMANACK for 1870, 
Published by Tuomas Scorr, 1, Warwick-court, Holborn. 


Sold by Suttaby & Co., Amen-corner; Peacock & Co., Salisbury-square; 
and all Law Stationers and Booksellers. 








NEW AND ENL ARGED a 
s da ublishe 
ORD ST. LEONARD ; HANDY-BOOK OF 
PROPERTY LAW. A New Edition, being the Eighth, price 5s, 
Witi1aM Biackwoop & Sons, Edinburgh and London. 





Second Edition. 8vo, price 9s. 6d 
OCTORS’ COMMONS ‘AND "PROBATE 
COURT BUSINESS.” By G. J. FOSTER, of her Majesty’s 
Court of Probate. 
‘© A thoroughly practical book on the business of the Probate Court.’ 
Law Times. 
Reeves, Son, & Co., Playhouse-yard, Blackfriars. 





This day is published, in 8vo, price 30s. 
IVES OF EMINENT 'SERJEANTS-AT-LAW 
OF ENGLISH BAR. By H. W. WOOLRYCH, Serjeant-at-Law, 
London: 2 W. E. ALLEN & Co., 13, Waterloo-place, S.W. 
Just published, in 16mo, pp. 180, price One Shilling, 
ANUAL of BANKRUPTCY, &c., for 1870; 
with all sections of the Bankruptcy and Debtors Act, 1869; 
Comparative Table shewing the changes effected; and a Complete In- 
dex. By G. M. WETHERFIELD, Solicitor, 1, Gresham-buildings, E.C., 
Author of ‘‘County Court Acts, 1867—8—9, »” ke, 
London: LONGMANS, Green, & Co., Paternoster-row. 








Just published, one vol. 8vo, price £1, boards, 
RINCIPLES of the LAW of PERSONAL 
PROPERTY, intended for the Use of Students in Conveyancing. 
By JOSHUA WILLIAMS. Esq.,Q.C. The Seventh Edition. 
H. SweET, 3, Chancery-lane, 





A wer nee ena he om. 
8vo, limp cl 
ASTERS AND "SERVANTS (THE LAW OF), 
i showing the Rights, Duties, and Liabilities of both Parties, ac- 
cording to the Law as it is in 1869. 
London: WILLIAM ‘Teee, Pancras-lane, Cheapside. 


{R. WILLIAM TEGG’S Descriptive Catalogue 


‘ of Standard Works in various Departments of Literature sent 
free by post.—Address, Pancras-lane, Cheapside, London. 








In one volume, crown 8vo, price 3 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C 


HE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 
account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 
“T am indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject.”—V. C. Woop, in 
McAndrew vy. Bassett, March 4. 


Office, 59, Carey-street, W.C. 





O* PENNY PER FOLIO. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIU. Fair Copy, 
Hoorsr & Son, 45, Fleet-street. 


‘The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under { the above Acts” ‘supplied on on 1 the shortest notice. 





ABSTRACTS. 


The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARB CEL- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed 
and executed. No charge for sketches. Companies Fee Stamps, 
Rallway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &e., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, mn (oorner of secon ta’-inn) 


M ESSRS, DE BENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
4 DECE MBER LIST of ES TATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, iouse property, and investments gene- 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 40, Cheapside, K.C.. 
or by post for one (stam Particulars for insertion in the January 
List must be received by the 24th December at latest. 
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